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"_—_— Concerning 
S{NCHONTATHONSs 
 - Phenician Hiſtory. 

\\ In Eujeb. Prep. Ewvarg. [. 1. ch. 10. 


C1, AVING in the latter of theſe N, 1X. 
; Letters intimated ſome ſuſpici- 
on concerning the genuineneſs of Sarchoni- 
#hoz ,- and conſidering how generally 
[zarned men receive and quote him for _ 
in Author of that Antiquity -he pretends 
to.; as it will become me to purge my ſelf 
from the ſuſpicion of Heterodoxy, ſo I be- 
heve it will not be ingrateful to the inge- 
nious inquilite Reader to underſtand what 
may. be ſaid concerning him. Which [ 
ſhall do from ſome Letters which paſſed 
between me and a Learned Friend con- ; 
cerning him before the Publication of theſe Dr == mes 
Letters of Advice,and which,were in truth, | #2. "A 
the Reaſons of my paſſing that cenſure up- Magd-l-n- | 
on him. _ __ a 
$. 11, THE Credit of this Author does” ©” 
the rather deſerve an accurate and impar- 
tial Examination, becauſe of the great 
uſe which is made of him in. clearing _ 
ra 


(2) 
ral Hiſtorical and Philoſophical paſſages of Þ* 
the Wn ament ; hr ptr he þ ge- if 
nerally taken for the Faithfulleſt, and Ay. 
#ientest, and conſequently the mdſt uſeful 
Heathen Anthor that was extant within 
the Memory of Learned Ages. Which 
might make all wha either have tormerly, 
' __ _pr doſtill believe him fo, think nothing 
| too difficult to be coy by > redit, 

* ) $5 TTeodorer. Therap. The Say- ls VETY ZY4amMe Wag 
; rn 6x7 7 $853 9-5-5 obſerved ro Hgmhe @1- 
" AzxTy gneanms, Oc. And fo naanky;, which if it were 


| his Tranſlator, But 1 had rather iven him b 4s {on 
- corre him 'from Euſchizs whom Bl Y . I 
he Tranſcribes; who, in two fermporartes, mu needs 


: > beck he ” octaſfion t& have been a great atte- 
| Sich binſelf. andyet offers From ſtation of his wy ht 

Theodrer.Sotheretore he: Sa. fromthem who had be 
gana.S91, 5 x7 7 $29ize) 91 reaforiro know him.*As 
Azaio»;, Oc, Euweyeyor ' for his Age, he is pre- 
| £27962 575 Reading enariime tended equal to Abiba- 


E for ginaandns 3 and oppolinz | 64 E's 
hoazartel's hrriting ha ihe lss, to whom he is ſaid 


| Phenicim to the Grech Tranda, tO have Dedicated this 
| tjon of him by Philo 2yblize, and his Phenician Hiſtory, , 
referring e1:2AuSws to what fol- .. that '46;b alus, 1 mean 
y 
| 
{ 
| 


\ lows foray a)wy x, Tv pal | *þ6 
| Hot to. Sarelfriaiin ChAc et who, by the Phenician 
hefore. Rr. Fu. I. 10. X.91. And 
then there will apvear no footſteps of any Ftymology -of his Name. Yet 
'Bochare gives a likelv Erimolory for that purpoſe, which, if it hold, will 
- ſhew, at leaſt; a deſign of Phils By{J:«s in giving him that particular 
__ * Eaſeb, P!. Ev. I, 10. 3i. A. X. 9« 485. Throdorer Therap. 


Records, 


f Tw* 


(3) 
tecords,is ſuppoſed to be the Father of Hze- 
yes or Eiromms, conceived to be the 
me - with Hiram, - contemporary with 
Ievid and Solomon as appears, not only 
ſom the S-riptres, but alſo from the ſame 
ſherician Records, oft whoſe credit, no 
doubt, it is that Joſephus makes the 
leventh year compleat,or T weltth XI Hirani, Ant. 
un of Hiram,to concur with the Þ' on Pt? 
fourth of Solomon, wherein the App. 1.1,p. 1043: 
Temple was built. For he had the 
ſum of thoſe Records Colleed to his hand 

by Menander Epneſius and Dins © 
md Hieronymus Thrius, and others, _ us Ant. 
mthout whoſe aſſiſtance he could + amk L ———_—_ 
not have been fo particular in fix- 4»#cb. L. iii. ad 
mg. the certain year of Hiram. Pres, 
The Learned Bochart would have this © 
Abibalus King of Berytus diſtin from: 
mm who was King of Tyre, and Antienter. 
Bot if che account hold which: we ſhall 
afterwards give from the Phenician Re- 
cords, to ſhew him to have been Equal or 
a little Ancienter than the War ot Troy, 
(exactly as this 4bi54/us the Father of Hz- 
ra is placed by them who mention him) 
It will then appear that no other was meant 
than the Father of Hiram. That he is 
called King of the Lertyans, was for no 
other end but to ſignifie that he was Sar- 

| _ ehoniathon's 


\ AC4V 
»-Princer who” was of Berytis hh, 
anchoniathon himſelf is in the IF, 
nes and Smidas made a-Zyrian, becauſchis 
Berytus was,in his time,. under the Juriſdþ 
Qion of Tzre,which is again another proba: 
bility that his Ab:ibafge was the ſame with 
the K. of Lyxe, Porphyry himſelf who firſt 
produced; this Sanchoniathon againſt the 
- Chriſtians, makes him-equal to Semriramic, 
A Pr;Eu.l.g. Who ac he'tells us in Enſebius's Preparation, 
©» P-31-B. waseither betore or. equal. to the Wars of 
= Chron, L- Trey; but heis confuted -by Erſebins who 
| FW» makes her Eight hundred and fifty years 
| 7ertul: de earlier then that ſame War. Her. Hu. 
I £7--band Ninus 1 generally, by Heathen Au- 
"&3zcirde, hors, made the utmoſt Period of all Hi- 
- Eu!, Pr.- ſtories they were acquainted with, wha 
Lg > yer mention many things Antienter than 
| 5; 486. : ; 
Macrob. in that War of Troy. But this matter is ex- 
> fomn. X'P.cellently.. accounted for by. the Learned 
: Oral. L. 1. 2nd Judicious Sir John Marſham, why 
, Chron. {ſhcws that Porphyry herein followed the 
; ea more likely account of Herodotus, though 
©" xvii. p.  Cteſ#as's., larger account had the Juck tg 
93%: Et. be more, received, Dioces (the Firſt 
'*E  Kingof the Medes after their revolt from 
the _ Aſyrians . according . to Herodotus, 
F Fuf. began hisReign Olymp. 17. 4. according 
j Ebro- to E:ſebins. The whole time of the Ly: 
"Lic Trans was Five hundred and Twenty years 


acC- 
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tording to Herodotns, If therefore we 
reckon backward from that Fourth year 
af the Seventeenth” Ohwpiad, the timFof 
Smiramis who fucceeded her Husband 


a» Ninns, will fall owt much about the time 
a where Porphyry places it. Nor was Poy- 


phyry alone, rhough he had indeed tew | 
mpanions, in. following Herodotus. de 


" Ffeſhews that Apprar Gid fo too, and the 4rfizr, 

” Emoſt Judicious Dionyſrus Halicarnaſſens, php 4 
t md Zoſephys. And, which is more par- L.1. Philo * 
| 


ticularly obſervable to our preſent pur- 5: Toes 
poſe, Philo Dyblizs allo agrees with him ig 

ig placing Semiramis later then uſually, 

whom he makes Two thouſand years later 

than th: Building of Babylov. Befides 

' ihe Antherticalneſs of the Records, from 

| Euhence he derived his Information, 1s ex- 

' Etremely conſiderable (Gf it ſhould prove 

really what 1t 1s pretended) the Sacred 

' EWritings of Zaautus, that is Mercury, 7b by 
- (of whom there is ſo wmnch mention in os a. 
thoſe yet earlier Times, of which he wrote ++.1, y, / 
ns Hiſtory) the *Amxpure Auprrior yoga ug]e, 31D. ' 1 
Euſ. Pr, Ev. 1. 9: 32. B. the TTowinere of 
Hierombaal Prielt of the God Jewo. ib. p.31. 

the TT riwarzs of their Cines, and the 
veyeepzi of their Temples, ib. Butas fo 

feat Recommendations of Fidelity, of 
Antiquity, and ſufficient means of 1rfor- 

| mation 


1 


Ke | 
mation, maſt needs make him very uſ:follliy 
for the Diſcovery of many ard momeniliiy 
rs Truths, if juſtly challenged ; fo, alli 
the contrary, muſt they make his Anthollie 
rity very miſchievous -for ſedncing thoſe 
who truſt it, jnto numerous and danyerfiher 
ous Errors, if they ſhould after all ble 
found Falſe and Groundleſs. Let us felllm 
therefore, whether theſe challenges be aflffiar 
Juſt as they are ſpecious and plauſeble 1a 

6, Il. AND here 1 conftder Firſt,. thalie 
all theſe Arguments of his Credibility de 
pend, as to Us, either on the pure Teſti 


: 


mony of Porphyry, who was the fir{t whe 4h 
produced him with any great appl-a{@hha 


and confidence, and who is therefore juſtYhy 
ly ſaſpicious, if not of wholly coynaingf ; 
him, yet at leaſt of a partial favour tl 
him, and of the firſt endeavours to juſtibfer 
and defend him after the negle&; rhat had 
been caſt upon him fince the time that ht 
bad fiſt been Pabliſhed and Tranflared b 
Philo Byblins, or elſe of Philo Byblins him 
ſelf, AMtbenens 1s the only Author extant 
that quoted him, that we know of, from 
the time of Philo Byblius ro Porphyry, ſup- 
4t-r Dei» Poſing that the 2912i299, whoſe Phenician 
pnoſ. L.3. Antiquities are quoted by him, and jJoyned ſh 
with Mochus another very Antient Phe- 
nician Writer often taken notice of, were 
| the 


4A « 7 ) 
p ame with our Senchoniathon, as he is 
zmonly conceived to be, and I believe, 
& ipprobably, though he in Athenens 
$a Zyrian, ours a Berytian, a diffegence 
| very difficultly reconcileable, ashas 
een ſhewn. If it ſhould prove otherwile, 
xn Porphyry alone muſt anſwer for both, 
t only the, pretended Sanchoniathon 
ſelf, but the pretended Greek, Tranſla- 
jan .alſo of him by Philo Dyblizs. But 
f ow him all the favour that is reaſon- 
ble, and. to grant that this Philo Byblins 
;to be ſuſpected of the Original traud, 
cauſe of this more Antient citation of 
in. by Atheners, which could bave been 
mn none but Philo Byblins : z yet Porphyry 
uſt needs be looked on as the retriever 
a megleFed, and therefore ſuſpicions 
Gor who muſt have been by that time 
7 Famous, if he had been thought 
maine, which is very conſiderable for 
y preſent purpoſe. 
. IV. FOR 1 confider further, that as 
& Principles both of the Pytha- 
£a5 and Platoniſts (who were For the Tybage- 
ih of them admired by Porphyry Tens vive. bur 
lo ed the Lawtulneſs of Med:c:- the Platonijis, Pla- 
Ifalſchoods,as they called them 0 himſelf dz Rp. 
dich was no doubt the Original A; "4 
t of thoſe Mythological Stories 


T3 


| | 
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(8) 
with which they firſt beautified their 
Dialogues, then of 'all thoſe Forgeries 
which were afterwards introduced by the 
Monks, who from their firſt Inſtitation 
were of a Philoſophical ExtraQion and 
Genivs 3 1 ſay betides theſe Principles 
which may let us ſee that it was roffal 
he might deal difingenuauſly with us; 
the - occaſiox of his- firſt producing him, 
and his deſfor, were ſuch as may make him 
further ſuſpicious of nfing the utmoſt ]j- 

berty of his Principles aZalj. For 

See the a "4 1t 'was purpoſely to confront the 

moe ky ual Antiquity of the Scriptures, andin 

dorer Therap. 11. that very work which was delign- 
ed to overthrow the Credit 0 

*$.26. Chriſtianity. The like 1 ſhall. (©) here 
after obſerve concerning Philo Bybli- 
Hs. a 

$. V.BUT that 1 may not therefore con- 
clude” him gailty of a difingenuous Fa# 
only becauſe it was agreeable, notonly to 
Principles,” but his Deſign, and Intereſt 
Let us conſider the thing it ſelf, and { 
whether it be likely that either Sarchon 
athou, or his Tranſlator Philo Byblin 
were ever had in any eſteem till Porphy 
vouched for them. If they were, hon 
comes it to paſs that none but Athenw 
ſhould take notice of an Author ſo a 
treamlſy.. 
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realy valuable, if he had been genuine / 
How comes It to pals, that thoſe few Chrz- 
Hans that mention him afterwards ſhould 
, ote him only at the. Secorrd hand from 
Wes or at the uttermoſt from” Por- 
wry? Why had they not rather recourſe 
to Philo Byblizs himſelf, if he- had been 
common ? And what imaginable reaſon 
4 there why he ſhould not have been 
Im p mon, eſpecially in thoſe Eaſtern parts | 
near Phenicia, if he had been valued, ] 
or thought genuine ? Yet (*) Theodoret (*) Therap: © 


IEls 
it ſeems had never ſeen him, but only in gom ru, 


Buſebine, (*) St. Cyril of Alexandria Þ:. Ev.X.9. | 
{was fo "DEA quoting what he had oc- lian, | 
afion to produce out of him from the "i 
Original of Philo Byblins, as that his me- 
-© mory, on which he ſeems to have quor-d 
Þ bim from Esſebizs, betrayed him into ie- 
\- vera! and great miſtakes. He firſt p:e* 
7 tends to have had what he ſays conceil- 
toſſing him from Clemens Alexandrinur's $ro- 
matic, A plain ſign he had not ſeen J##o 
Bjblins himſelE Yer who can douby but 
q at he alſo miſtook Clemens Alex#Arinns | 
for Euſcbins? It is certain ther Is no 
tention of Se»choniathon or his Tanſiator = 
\ in the Stromat-i; of (Clemens as have 
them exrant at preſent. Was it thEfore _ 
IM what isloſt ? There are but two Iper= = 
S-7 fedons 


| ( 10.) 
fcCtions in the whole Work, the beginning 
of the Firſt Book, and the Eighth. What 
was wanting 1n the beginning of the Firſ 
Book, we know by what remains to 
have ., been + nothing but IntroduGtion, 
where he had yet no occaſion of medling 

| with the ntiquity of Phenician Writers, 
+ Strom. VI. Not in the Eighth Book, where ' by what 
{Þ: 317-4. ke promiſes in the Sixth, we know he de- 
ftigned to anſwer the ' Heathens concern- 
ing the Coming of our Lord, that is, 1 ſup- 
pole, concerning his coming ſo lately, and 

in ſo. mea appearance (which wEre the 
"Popular Objections of that Age) or elle 
© Concerning . his .. Secoud coming to Judge 
» Perſecutors. and Unbelievers, which ordi- 
naxily concluded their Controverſial Wri- 
tirgs,. . So the Sacred Writers of the New 
Tet 1xent frequently. So St. Cypriar's 
Scand Book of Teſtimonies, , a4 Quirin. 
which ſeems. to have been the laſt of that 
Work. $0 Treneus in the laſt Chapters 
ad, wer, of) LeFantins Lib. VII. Div; 
Int. .2þil. .Commodianus is more particu 
larly large on this Argument. But net- 

| ther of, theſe could afford him any occaſi 
Eod. cxi, on of mentioning. this. Author. For none 
þ. can..doulbþt but what now, and in Photins's 
| time, pgfleſied the place of the Eighth 
Book hgfd no affinity with the Argument 
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-of this Work. And yet neither is there 

any mention of Sarchoniathon or his Tran- 

ator. Bat to put the ' matter - out of 

Hdoubt that this was only a miſtake of 

$ﬆ, Cyril, as | ſaid-3 where Clemens had in- 

Gdecd occafion to diſpute the Queſtion of 511971. 1. 

Antiquity between. the Heather and the 
red Writers, there he has-not the leaſt 

Intimatzon of either of them; and: the 

ery words quoted by St. Cyril areexattly Pc. Ev.l.ge 

10 Eyſebirs, but not as out of the Text of 

| Senchontthor, but the Preface of ' Philo 

Byblins. Which he could not fo eafily 

have confounded if he had uſed the Book 

Itfelf ; but might very probably in' bot- 

 Fiowing them from Exſebirs, who compri- 

fall he or Porphyry had colle&ed both 

; Wout of the 7ext and the Preface; in the 

ſame Chapters immediately following 

ach other.  Beſiles ' Porphyry reckons'but 

Tight Books of Saxchoniathon de Abſ#, 11: 

#55. but Exſebius Nine, reckoning it.ſeems 

the very Preface of Philo for a di- A+ | 

fin Book. Which beingquoted (46 "pelolies 

Ir Sanchoniathon's by Cyril, ſhews Theoginy to © have 

that he follows the very diviſionof }*** Fel __ 

Enſebins, and therefore took what -ftory. But ſee what 

be kad from him. "IT - is ſaid hereafter, 

+ VI. BUT what 1s it he pretends to tell 

W'from Clemens Alexandrins? | hat 

B 2 Sancho» 
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Sanchoniathon's Book was Tranſlated F , - 


Tranſlation amongſhy 


7% 
FS 


bethe reaſon that ſo uſeful and Antient 
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oſephus. But who ever mentions ſuch a 
the. Works of Jole.#f 
phus £. How 1s it credible that he ſhould ow 
far favour thecauſe of the Phexicians who 
ſo profeſledly maintains the greater A». 
quity of the Scriptures againſt them inhis 
Books againſt Appiox > And who can re 
concile this pretended Teſtimony from 
Clemens with Porphyry, who certainly, 1 
any, converſed with the Original Tran- 
{lation? If he be to be credited, here are 
again two great miſtakes of St. Cyril, Firſt 
his miſtaking Philo Byblius for the famous 
Alexandrian Philo the Jew; then his con- 
founding that Philo with Joſephus who 
was of the ſame Nation. Which again 
plainly (ſhew, that he quoted him by 
memory, and at the Second hand. 

$. VII. BUT beſides that this /lerce, or 
Second band Quotations, even after the 
time he was divulged and applauded by 
Porphyry, are ſtrong ſuſpictons that he 
was either not known, or not regarded, 
(cither of which are equally ſerviceable 
to my purpoſe 3) yet further, what ſhould 


"SWORE EE <4 gu _1 


an Author ſhould be ſo little known Yo 
before the time of Porphyry © Was it be- 
cauſe he was locked up in the Phenicia 
Tongue - 


8 C 13) 
78 Tongue ? But why ſhould he not at leaſt, 
have been better known after the Greek 
Tranſlation of him by Phils Bybliys 2 Yet 
wen then ſo little was he known that, 
vere it not for the forementioned Teſti- 
'mony of Atherers, we might juſtly doubt 
whether ſuch a Tranſlation was ever un- 
dertaken by that Philo. Suidas menti- 7%* 
ons this Philo, and reckons up others of *'**” 
Wh Works, and fixes his time. He places 
-Fbim near the Reign of Vero, and makes. 
him Threeſcore and Fighteen Years old, 
the Conſulſhip of Severus Herennizs in 

Up. 220. . Which if it be true muſt 
-Ball at leaſt about the Reign of Trajar, 

though no ſuch Conſulſhip appear in our 
preſent Fa#, poſſibly becauſe he might 

ave been either a SuffeFus, or expung- 

e out of the publick F4iti for ſome 

Crime. Nay, be expreſly makes him to 
have written concerning the Reign of 
Hadrian, And therefore, in all. likely- 
hood the broken number of the odd Olyzz- 
pads above Two Hundred and Twentyis  ,. . 
Wanting in S:idas. But what ground ;j\ 75. 
Walger had to fix the Year of the 229. g,,.vy5," 
Qmp. I do not underſtand. Yet no '3 
ch Tranſlation appears in that Catalogue 
"© & his Works, upleſs it were contained un- 


Ger the "RA 
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'$. VIII. AND why ſhould he never have 


been mentioned by thoſe antient Apolo. 
gifts for the Chriſtian Religion who wrote 
before Porphyry? They had a juſt occaſion 
for it in that great Diſpnte concerning the 
Antiquity of the Scriptures above all Hea- 
ther Authots. On” this occaſion they 
drew up Catalogues of the Antientelt 
Heathen Authors they knew of, yet Saz- 
chontathon, the moſt” appoſite 'tnſtance of 
them all, never being ſo much as thought 


of. Not by Juſtin Martyr in the time of 


Antoninus Pius,” though he was a Samari. 

tan, and had thereby the opportunity to 

have known. the famous Writers” of his 

Neighbouring Phericians, nay to have 
 _. underſtood them (though they tiad nut 
POL 3 been Tranſlated-to his hand. Yet he knew 
7 - of nothing Artient either atnongſt the 
r8214a Creeks or the Barbarians. Which how 
Rn” could he have faid if he had known any 
Þ 2. 10g of this moſt Antient Sanchoniathon ? 
E6:ew oy. Not by Theophilus Antiochenus in the time 
| activoy of Perns, with whom he ends his Chronos 
@;a:r. logy, though he were nearer- the Pheni- 
_”” cians than the Greciarns, nay and had 
'p.3z fpecial occaſion' in mentioning the Phe- 
"Ad Auto- #ician Antiquities. Not by Tatiarnus the 
+ 1yc.Le117- Scholar of St. Juitin,” and ſo not long, it 


at all, after him, when he wrote his Or4 
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o x againſt the ay (it does not ap- 
year that St. Ju#7i- was then dead) though 


know how Tatiarus 1s miftakeii 


by Euſebius, who has alſo generally. 


deceived the Learned who have 
followed him) thongh he was an 

rian, and takes particular no- 
tice of the Antienteſt Grecian and 
Phenician Authors, and names all 


the moſt Antient Phexicians that 


heknew of, which were but Three, 
Theodotus, Mochus and Hypſrcra- 

is. Not by Clemens as has already 
"- obſerved, who deduces his 
computation to the death of Corr- 
wars, though he allo had occaſi- 
on, in diſputing that ſame' Coa- 


| endeavbu; 'ed 


+ to accompliſh 


Fuſeb; Eel. F-T1!F IV” 


.16,.: He only fays 


that' Creſcens had 
the 
death of St. Tuſtin | 
(mgeyperwit 'S 
his Word) but he 
has ' not the lcaft 
intimation that it 
was in h's power 


W hat he ſays was: 
only taken. from." 
Fuiins own words : 
in his 1p-Iozy, | 
Or.adv. Gras P17 le | 
& ap. Euſeb, Pr. Ev. 
X. 2. P. 4923. 
SEIOM, Is 


troverſie concerning the Age of the moſt 


Wien Heathen Writers, 


1 thiak St. 


mils miſtake concerning him, has been 


afficiently diſcovered and 


convicted. 


Not by Tertn/ian in the times of Seve- Apolog. 
74 and Carzcalls, thongh he had alſo © 75: 
tie like occaſion given him 1a his Apology. 
Not by Origen, though he reters to Zoſe- 
"againſt Appion, and Tatianns for a C.c-I[.lib. 
lle&tion of ſuch Pherician Authors as 1P-13,14s 


Fl B 4 


' mentioned any thing concerning 
wiſh Aﬀairs; nay mentions Herenmins 
is Ys lo who liad written concerning the 


Fews, 


— 


(16) : 
Jews, if this be the. Philo to whom the ti 
Tranſlation of Sanchoniathon is aſcribed: 


by Porphyry, as 1n all likelyhood he is the 
Philo mentioned by Suidas, who had ſaid 
of himſelf that his Sir-name was Herein, 
Andthe Title of . Herennins Philo is given 
him in the Inſcription of a M. $, Work 
of his on friſtotles Metaphyſicks, now in 
the Library ot the moſt accompliſhed and 
truly Gredt Dr. Iſaac Vojſmus. And my 
very Dear and very Learned Friend 
Dr. Lloyd conceives' that he might have 
borrowed that Sir-name of Herennins 
from his Patron Herennins Severus the 
Conſul, which was uſually for Liberti to 

 * doin thoſe times; and: 


| -*When they were made Liberti that the Conſul w as th 
" they were not only made Rg- 


mans, but taken into the Fa- {ame with him mentioned 


 mnilies w m Mew as qc in Pliny, Ep. Lib. iv. 28. 
B rs from the /nſcriprions 0 
Kher Family Sepulchres, which who there appears to have 


' were generally conceived in been a Lover of Learn. 


that Form, FIL11S ET Fl- ;; : 
LI4ABVS, LIBERTis MS and himſelf a very 


ET L113 B&TABUS Po. Learned Perſon, . The 


F ST ooh Sq SE RSRy Me. * Timesdo very well agree; 
And then how proper was 1 er 
for them to receive the Genrile and it. is not otherwiſe 


name of their Parrons Family? eafie to conceive how 
Philo a Phenician ſhould 
come by a Roman Name. And that he 

was very intimate with that Conſul ap: 

pears both by his dating his own Age by 

13 


= C0173 
Mi Patrons Conſulſhip and by his bringing. 

d Sreippus his Country-man and Scholar 
quainted with him. Yet even on this SeeSuid.in 
xcaſion, Origez makes no mention of his *E17®- 
Ineboriathon among thoſe Pheniciar 
Writers which. he immediately refers to 

St ationing Jewiſh Aﬀairs. How could 

thave flipt, ſach an opportunity as this 

of mentioning him, if he had known 

Wm? Not even by Celſas himſelf, whom 


een places ander Hadrian, though he 

abſt certainly have lived later if he be 
the-fame to whom Lycian dedicated his 
Peudomantis after the death of Marcus 
- "—_ whom 'he calls ©, nay muſt 

' Fave written this very Work againſt the 
ariitians later than Hadrian, for (*) ()2p.0rig. 1 

d EllurceLina and (*) Marcion, bothof them (;,,H%,77 

 oentioned by him, as they firſt broached L. vi. p. _ 
eir Hereſies under Anicetus, lo moſt pro- og ubr , 4 
bly. after the death of Hadriar. Philo FE: 

' Was as his work mentioned by Origez 

Shews him, ſufficiently diſaffefted to the 

; Ts, ſo that if hedid Tranſlate any ſuch . 
we k of Sanchoniathon, he would. '\moſt 

tobably have deſigned it as Porphyry, to 

wnfront the Antiquity of the Jews. And 

bow greedily would Celſus have ſeconded 

mm it he had known of any ſuch work 

Publiſhed by him ? Thus it appears that 

= this 


(18) 
this Sanchonjathon was either general| 
not .known, or (which amounts to th 
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lame thing) generally. negle&ed by af 


{orts of Authors, both Chriſtians and He 
thens too, from the time of Philo Bybli 
to Porphyry. 


' ;$+1X..BUT to aſcend yet higher, what Il 


ſbould hinder him from being known 
even befqre Philo Byblaus, if he had been} 


what he 1s pretended ? It is true, he coull 
neither have been known nor deſcrvedly 


valued by the Greeks till. he was Tran(lsW* 
ted./ But what imaginable cauſe is there 
whyihe was not Tranſlated .more Antient-W#* 
ly 2 The Phenician Records, and Hiſtories 
| had been ſearched and tranſlated and 
vid. 3o. divulged by . Hieronymis Tyrins, Menan Wi 
— ebart.Cliz- der” Epbeſins and Dius, Heſtiens and Phi: 


- Naani,yl. 


> c. 17. 0- loftratus and others 3 nay the very Orig- WF. 
F ſepb. Ant. nal Records themſelves are quoted by Jo 


. 


Viii. 2, C,' fephns, and the Original Copies of the Wh 


;  Appton. 


L.:1. FEpiſtles between Solomon and Hiram are WY 
| - (till mentioned as exiant in their Archives WR. 
* Theoph.. by the ſame Joſephus and Theophilus Anti- hr; 


nt, L. ochenus, How comes it to paſs they ſhould BF 


T1, ad | k 
Autolic, all of them overlook-this moſt confidera- 


ble, moſt creditable Author? Why ſhould 
they omit- this moſt Antient account of 


their moſt Antien: Times, when the great ſr 


deſign of all theſe Enquiries ſeems to have 
- been 


A | ( 19 = 
na General Diſpute concerning the 
FAntient Nations? Why did they not. 
inflate him then £ Why did they nor, 
Faſt, take ont of him, and vouch him 
their Authority £ Had they done fo, 
y, ſhould not Joſephus have had re- 
me to him, if not 1n his Pherician 
jginal, yet atleaſt as to thoſe particu- 
ſo.thcy bad borrowed from _him 2 Why 
& he never mention him either in his 
auitics, or his Books againſ(t ppion, 
wcially in thoſe things which he relates 
jcerning Abrabar, which he was parti- ,,y, 1g 
Iarly careful to confirm by the beſt Te- 
. Rimonics be knew of. | 
WT X. Sanchoniathon ' had been uſeful 
fen.to thoſe who had enquired . only for 
ar E;jories. But conſider we him far- 
tr as a Philoſoph:r;for ſuch the Writers of 
c Deoppric and eſpecially of the Kor wy evict 
he £of much of Sinchoniathon”s Work 
mſted, were then, reputed, that being 
uſual Myfical way. whereby they 
" Binceal-d the ſecrets of their Natural 
Wubſophy, So allo. Sidas Et y ond ur. 
A d.X:op0. Indeed the '$::22x/s ſeems 
have been the fame with the Kon wywie. 
& what Enſcbivs . had called the 90noyie 
fthe Phanicians Pr. Ev. 1. 9. that he calls 
let Regworyerta C 10! To which he adds the 
wo | | Zaeyoriz 


= 


: 
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—_— Donn DES, we 
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zZooyvie. alſo for compleating it, For bot 

theſe were pretended to be taken from th 

— Koguojria of Taautus, Yet even fo, the 

were ſeveral fair occaſions of diſcovering 

and Tranſlating him,Antienter than Phil 

For their Antienteſt Philoſophers had bee 
alfo enquired into long before Philo 

What was Pythagoras's delign in Travelling 
amongſt them ? Was it only to ſee thai 

Countries and their Faſhions? Was it nc 

rather to acquaint hjmſcif with their Pk 

Femblich. Ioſophical Improvements £ And would h 

= ””” who is ſo much celebrated for his ConyerÞ 

 fation with the Phenician Prophets, thaf® 
Poſterity of Mochrs, not rather haye-enWJ 
-ployed his time in - inquiring after thigh 

equally, if not more, Antient both Fiſ# 


rian and Philoſopher Sanchoniathor? Ate! 
the Macedonian Conquelſts had opened anff 
acceſs for the Greek Philoſophers to the 
Phenician Archives ; they then Tranllate 
as many as were valued by them. Theo 
. dotus and Hypſicrates and Mochug 
Orat. adv. Grer. were Tranſlated by Aſtus or Chef 


ru: ; | | 
rats Pandey.” tvs as Tatianus tells us 5 'and the 


che Oratim , #s ſameconcerning Mochxs and many 
quoted by F'cb.Pr- gthers appear trem Strabo. Howot 
Ev. X. 11, But Bc- . = Fl |/) 
chart correAs it L<- COMES Sanchoniathon, if there hatſiw 
ws, and rightly then beenany ſuch Author extant,y# 
Geegre 149.371 © to have eſcaped their diligence ? 

| 0, Rl. He 4 


if. ( 21 ) 
£ XI. HE pretends te have had his 
formation from the Writings of 7aau- 
* from the Myfical Books of. the Am- 
wars, and the T1oviem or Memoires 
Frombaal, the Prieſt of the God Jevo, 
& TTouyiuers Of the particular Cities and 
le arayearzt of their Temples. Things 
Sery conſiderable indeed, if they had been 
-Mgly pretended to. But let us ſee whe- 
er there.be any reaſon to belieye them 
his credit. It was indeed a very An- 
ent way of preſerving knowledge to in- 
bribe what they would preſerve in Pilars 
Sobe kept in the Temples cf their moſt 
minent Gods, the better to be ſecured 
om Weather and the Yiolence of Pro- 
ane hands. Thus they did with their 
aps, with their Leagues and Covenants, 
ch their F7tories, and their Arts and 
MWerencer, Inſtances might have been gt- 
en of all theſe ſorts, 1f I had thought it 
eeeſlary. Particularly, for Hiſtories there 
ms that of Ezemerns from the T»ſcriptions 
þ,Jindthe Temple of Jupiter Triphylins 5 vii. perch as 
their Arts, thoſe from whence Cal/z Vid. & Ofirid, Lu- | 
rWieeres gave Ariſtotle an account ma 1-4 Div. 1nft. 
the Eclipſes obſerved by the ap. 5:inpl.in 4:49. 
Wldeans, thoſe of the ſame Baby. © 219: L. 11: 
ney: referred to by Epigenes, Be- p1iv, Nat. Hi, 
Ys and Critodermmns, and the Fa- vii. 55. 


oF” : MmQous 


51:50 W513 | 
ous P:Vars. of Seth mentioned by Juli 
pbus. Out. of ſuch . P;zHars as theſe | 
doubt the . Publiſher - of Sqnchoniat 
would have/us belicve his Hiſtory to ha 
been gathered. Nor . was it unuſinl f 

Pluterch, Deceivers to impole on the World on ti 
- os * credit of ſ:ch PH/ars,' Enemer:!s nol 
rid. Pp. - 
350, mentioned was Jooked on by Antiquitihe 
as a Famous inſtance of it. . For it wil 
certainly, the eaſieſt way for broackinfiliſh 
'Falſe-hoods. Theſe -were Mon» 
which could be produced on the ſaddef 
concerning the moſt remote Antiquities 
without.the atteſtation of Antient Wis, 
tings, becauſe themſelves were ſuppolediie 
to be Qrigirals of the times they pretend: 
ed to give account of ;. were fuppoledipi 
remote from Vulgar Knowledge or unde 
ſtanding, . being either kept in the Ad 
or locked up in- ſome abſolute unknom 
CharaFer, | which none but the Learn, 
and the Prieſts, could. underſtand 3: werdhy 
contrived in Hieroglyphicks. or ſuch «with, 
guous notes as were capable of what hg! 
terpretatioz thoſe deſigning Perſons wiohe 
produced them were pheaſed to put upoiihy 
them; depended generally on. Qral 114he 
dition, than which there 1s -not a more 
unfaithful Coveyer of Monuments to P* 


Sterity ; depended wholly on the Do $ 
tne 


FC) (dd) 
p Prieits, being withal generally inte- 
, ed in the things thus preſerved, making 
the credit of their falſe Religion, or 
wredit of their Nation, for Antiquity, 
are Inventions; were to be found and 
mined only in one place (not like Books 
yy where) nor even there it' ſelf with- 
the Leave and Directions of ſuch in- 
fed Prieſts. Upon this account their 
ke Stories with which it was 
dnable in thoſe times to adorn their 
hynes, were grounded on the credit 
_— Inſcriptions. So Cebess 
E and the Samothracian Inſcriptions 
wed to by Axiochns, and thoſe con- 
tir 7 the Atlantides in Tintens. 
| UT. AND thus it was generally in 
les ſ genuous dealings of thoſe Nati- 
m which upon the appearing of the 
) ( wrapped in the common - Tongre, 
ito rival them), and one another for 
itz. Thus the Babylonians in De- Clmatex, 
"hh preſerved theiv Moral Diſcourſes >*r9m. 1. 
Pillars of Acicarus. Thus Xiſu- ** *** 
In in Beroſus is ſaid to have preſerved 
_ L dean Inventions Ingraven in 
Bs from the Deluge. Thus Maretho 
ih ded to have gathered his new Dy- ;, 
al | ies from the like P:/ars of Mercury. Fi 
anan 


Pe waw 1s pretended to have preſerved Coll. viii. 
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his inventions 1n Judicial Ajtrology by th 
like. invention - of Ingraving them; 
Plates, which Plates they uſually faſtne: 
to Plays ; from whence I am aptto thin 

Clen. . 4 that the Gnoſticks might take- occaſion t 
Strom. V1. forge. that Prophecy which was amon 
p. 642, A. them obtruded in thoſe times under hj 
Name. And as Egyptian Notions we 

the Principal ingredient in moſt of the 
Antient Hereſies that were comprehende( 
under the common Name of Groſtich 
21ers, fol am apt to think that Cheri the Anti 
de 16d.8& ent Name of /Egypt gave them -occaſiont 
ofrid. father what they pleaſed on a Scripture 
Patriarch of a Name that had ſome aff 
nity toit, beſides that the Scriptere it fe 
calls /Egypt ſo often the Land of Ham, { 

that the Inſcriptions of Cham and Mer 
;1-,, Were probably the very ſame. ' The like 
oo c. 3. alſo conceive concerning the Pilar: « 
Plutarch. Seth aforementioned from Joſephus. Ni 
%. ; mon is the miſtake ſo difficalt as may be im: 
dius, in gined. It is very well known that t 
Pla.Timee Dog-ſtar was by the /Egyptians calle 
07g (1) Sothis; That the revolution of the 
Porphyr. great ear was accordingly from it call 
_ Sothiaca (2) Periodus, becauſe the Dy 
2) Cl-m, ſtar then returned exaRly ro the ve 
Alexand. fame place where he had been before 


Strom: | That their great year was therefore call 
P- 335» Co —- 


% 
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Wl pr-12s or Canicularis, as Cenſorinus tells | 
Tus, becauſe it began exactly on the firſt De die | 
day. of that Month on which the Dog-ſtar *** © *** |] 
role, - which was the Egyptian Thoth. 
# Who ſees not that the whole contrivance 
Wof that Year was exattly fitted to the 
" UFcourſe of that Star 2 And that therefore 
Thoth was reckoned for the firſt Month 
* Year becauſe the Dog-ſtar roſe' in 
Tit? If therefore its Name were given it 


VE withany defign, it ſeems to have been 

ny therctore called 7both becauſe their Sorhis 

woe in it, and therefore that thoſe two 

ue Names are indeed deſigned for the ſame. 

WB Nor is the change of S and Th either- dit- 

ficult or unuſual in thoſe Tongues, as 

' "Nl might have been ſhewn by multitudes of 
Examples it I had leiſure. 

KF © XL BUT whether the Name of 

Thoth and . Sothis were Originally the 

ame ormatz. yet it ſeems clear that. the 

Notions of Mercury were inſcribed to 

'Y Sothis. So Mainetho's Sacred Hiſtory. (in Lita: | 

'F the ſame , Senſe no doubt, that Ennins's -F = 

Tranſlation of Evemerw?s Hiſtory, pre- " 
tended alſo from Sacred Pillars was allo 

oF called Sacred) is called the Bi&aG- 5542; IN 

*Exſeb. ib. And, whick yet comes more 

fully home to what I am now proving, 

the very Name 249 1s uſed in this matter 

from 


| 
| 

| 
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( 26 ) 
Y from Petofiris an Egyptian Writer, by 
In loc Euſ, Yettins Valens, Antiochenus wn Scaliger and 
_ mm others, and that in the Maſculine Gender, 
*F:% But this whole matter will be yet plainer 
if we remember that the defign of Maneths 

(9 S0Cen- (*'} was to fit his Chronology to that Sorhiac 
char is Period; Wee it eccordingly prevailed 
in the xvi. 11 moſt of the later /Egyptian Chronologies, 
Dynaſty7# which pretended to any more than ordi- 
Kurix# >4- nary BxaFweſs, So the DeſtruFion of 
pus Kv- Troy is noted in Clem. (*) Alexandrinus, 
= * moſt probably from an Egyptiax Author. 
bes """, So were the yearsof Nabonaſſar in Prolomie; 

» dyncel/, , l 

*p. 103. C. Canon, and the Babylonian Eclipſes fitted 
(2)S rom]. to the fame Caricular year by (*) Hippar- 
_— chus. Now this Sothiac Period was pur- 
p- 104, poſely invented to give a full and exaQt 
account of the Sus courſe, till he was to 
riſe exaQtly in the ſame place of the Zo- 

. diac where he had riſen before. For pro- 
no on this Hypotheſis that the true 
Solar Lear conſiſted of 365 days and ;, this 
Fourth was not intercalated every Fourth 
Year, as in the Juliaz account, but per- 
mitted to run on (purpoſely that their 
Feſtivities might paſs through the whole 
Year) till thoſe Fourth parts of a Day 
made up a whole Tear, which they did in 
1461, FEeyptian, equivalent to 1460. 
Fulian Years. That this was purpolely 
deſigned 


(27 ) 


Authors. 


alſo called Seth, as Plutarch 
(*) aſſures us. Accordingly 
38 moſt of the Lejptian 
Names of Perſons and Pla- 
tes were taken from their 
Gods, ſo we have {1i!] foot- 
ſteps of this Gods name in 
the Names of Sethron, Se- 
thos, Sethoſes, &c. And then 
it cannot be thought 
ſtrange, that as his whcle 
Book is denominated from 
his Chrowological Period, fo 
that Period 1t (elf ſhould 
be aſcribed to the Egyptian 
&þ, and conſt quently the 
Pillars alſo from which 
were taken. 


the Greeks, 
a CG 2 


deſigned to fignihe the Courſe of the 
% appcars from their calling the whole 
Period by the Name of (*) Annus Has, 
ard 5 ©47 6y:10uny;, as the Name of 0:3; fim- 
ply taken, fignifies the Ju7 in Antient 
But the Szz, whoſe 
this was, was called 7yphor, as Typhon was 


{pp3y T0 xgred\uyas ey oy x; xg- 


theſe accounts 
It may be another account 
may be given of this matter, that by the 
Pillars of Seth may be meant only their 
belonging to Egypt, So it appears that 
the fam< King who was called Eeyprus by 
was by the Egyptians 


( *) Ce nſor, 
ded, nat:6., 
L 3. 


Courſe 


ts 3 Tos ls mils GuINzors | 
X 7 ar ASegnoy a; Magus 
Kanmy wit mwyvvrres Tus 
Cove Wy 0.0p) + HAtzs 
X%p x07 400. Plutarch. de Td. 
& Gftria, p.267,C.And alittle 
aiter: Aid + Tugore £14 da 
"ArT1167 vgAsnv, FT, oe 
1a md ;pugtiop 1h ngmaftt* 
Co ueroy, Where we have the 
frenification of Seth in the 
teypian 7 onvue, and the rea- 
ſon why the Sun and Typhon 


were called ſo. Again,Ts End 
* 3 " *AYU - 
av Toy Tupaye igAtr 2-147) | 


74a Coparoy.D. 371.8 Again 
0 5 T.oor («Tap den?) 
S543, P. 276. A... 


thenm- 
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(28) 
ſelves called Sethos, and as it ſeems from 
thence concluded by Manetho to have 
been the ſame with him whom the Greeks 
called /Egyprus the Brother of Danane, 
(who neither was himſelf known. to the 
Egyptians, by thename of Danavs but 4+. 
mais) becauſe Jethos in the {Egyptian 
Tongue, fignified the ſame thing as 
eABeyptus 1n the Greek. Now the Name 
of Egypt was derived from the Name of 
eAgyptus, by which he was known to 
the Greeks, and therefore proportiona- 
bly the Name of Sethos muſt have de- 
rived the like denomination of Sethos to 

Theoph. An. B15 Country. So Theophilus Antiochenus 
noch, L. from Manetho 2 "AvTlG 8) "1 C3 MAN I em 
= Ts Paoinios Si; m yas SE'ONE pany *AIDTT 
'” TOE wal). Which, being once admitted, 
will open a further way of expounding 

Ant. 1.3. Joſephu''s yi Zvadl), which muſt be recon- 
ciled with the place where the Mercurial 

Pillars were placed by Manetho, and 1s 

by him called =1w22w. And to derive 

this. yet higher, the uſual occaſion theſe 
emulous Nations took for challenging 

the glorious AFions or Perſons of each 

others to themſelves, was when them- 

ſelves alſo had AF7ors or. Perſons of the 

ſame Name. Now Heliopolis in Egypt Was 
Famous for . thoſe Mercnrial m_—_ 

| An 
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| Cc 29.) 

ind therefore they who were ambitious 
of challenging them to themſelves, were 
take occaſion of doing ſo from a Helio- 
wlis, of their own. Accordingly the 
(baldeans, for their Xiſuthrus pitch-d 


dns had their Heliopolis at Mount Liba- 


as $9» 2 Sacred place, 'and particularly 
16 $/2mous for their Baituliz, And when 
of they had, on this pretence, claimed Mey- 
o $99. 25 their own, the change was very 


Fobvious, from Enezzhri to Sverzdiri, for 
.. hem who were willing from thence to 

conclude, that theſe Meyxcurial Peslars 
were to be expected only in Syria, where 
their Heliopolis was placed. The very 
Analogy of Grammar is ſufficient to ſhew 
that it was a wilfiel and deſigned variation. 
Sewn had indeed been Greek, but 
WEverzd), though in the Native Caſe, 
ems to have been a change from Zverzh3, 
3 that alſo from =1--2)43, on the deſign 


is 


I 
VV - 


do — 
=; o 


ltep of E124 as the Antzenteſt Reading 
in Zoſephis, that Exſtathius reads it Enizaud, 


Yoda iced ond... th. 


. Ethis Yord is a ſtrong Preſumption that 
, BY nerdut_rather than Sveryymn (as ſome 
, Flearned Perſons would have it from 
Ammian) is indeed an Antient Reading 

| C 3 in 


now mentioned, And there is ſtill a foot- 


exaem. And this very Origination cf. 


liopolis 19 Si A | M Bochavrt. 
on Heliopolis 11 Sippara, and the Phenz —————— 


Lo $8 ho Ci 


Ammian 
Mavcelin, 
1.22. Yal-|. 
in loc, Sir 
TFobs Vgr- 


Can, Sec. 1. 
P. 39, Ed. 
Ligf. 


Ib, P.413, 


ſhm.Chro, 5 followed either t-at or the Greek near 


| C 30 ) 
in Joſephus. That I may not now ment 
on the Antient Tranſlation of Foſephys by 
Caſſrodore, and as many of the Anti; 


thoſe times, who generally takeit for Syrig 
on the account now mentioned. I cone 
I cannot eaſily diſtruſt ,2-#7ian in what 
he ſays concerning thoſe Syrizges, where 
thoſe Sacred Brcroghphical Inſcriptions 
were, which were deſigned to Le pre- 
ſerved from a delyge, tecauſe he pretend 
to write viſa pleraque, what he had ſeen 
with his own Eyes. I confeſsI am apt to 
think that theſe Syrirges, were the places 
deſigned for the ſo much cclebrated 
Pillars of Mercury, though theſe Inſcripii- 
ons were in Faults under ground (thole 
were properly Syringes) and in Wal: 
rather than P:/ars (though I know how 
largely the Notion of 5/22: may be under- 
ſtood) becauſe I cannot think they had 
them in two places, for that ſame reaſon of 
preſerving them from the Deluge. Yet the 
Country where they were, might have 
been called Seriadica, and that it was o, 
we have, before Joſephus, the more Ant 
ent Teſtimony of Manerho. Beſides it 1; 
confiderable, that the DoQrine of the 
two Deſtructions of the World, one by 
Fire, another by Mater, which is pre- 
| FF tended 


TESTS ESPTPTYTE PSMA, 


(31) 
tended as the occaſion of erecting theſe 

wo P:Pars, is originally cAigyptian. And Vid. Pl:ton 
7: they, no doubt on pretence of ſuch {oe 
ar BPibars, boaſted themſelves alone to have ab &gyp- 
rig preſerved their Hiſtories , through the '* 

«<> Eeveral Deluges and Conflagrations, . And 

4t Yom this confounding the Babylonian and 

re |eBeyptian accounts, which f.,llowed upon 

their ſeveral reſpe&ive Emmlations, I fup- 

poſe it was, that theſe Inventers ot the 

able of Seth, were ſo particular 1a telling 

tsthe very materials of thoſe Pilars. The 

to BeEoyprian Syringes were, as it appears 

& from Ammiar cut out of a Qrarr'y, and 

d therefore were of ſolid ſtone, Bur the Aamnimn, 

i- Babylonian mentioned by Epigenes were L **'ll- 

ce BloGilibus Laterculis, for which that place 

was Famous. Theſe two fo well fitting ap, ?lir, 
the deſign of preſerving. them from the X; _ 
- Blonflagration and the Deluge, made them, wh 

who were willing to confound things for 

latereſts of their own, to be as I ſaid ſo 

e Frery particular, .not conſidering that by 

e the account given in Plato's Timens, the 

) BiEgyptizans had another -pretence of pre- 

- Ferving their own 1rſcriptions from the 

's Yrflagration as well as from the Deluge. 

ef \Q. XIV. SO alſo, for the Writings from 

7 whence our Sarchoniathor is pretended to 
d 


have colleted his Hiſtory, there ſeems 
Cs little 


(*) Philo 
_ ÞBytlins 

ſays (0'ex- 
preſly in 
Euſeb, Pr. 
Ev. l.g. p. 
" 32. A. 


"8 

little doubt but they were alſo deſigned 
for the, ſame with thoſe of Mercury ; as 
alſo that the Subject of theſe Z/r:tings, 
were taken from thoſe Plates and Pillars 
now mentioned. Philo Byblizs himſelf 
expreſly ſays, that Sanchoniathon en; 
quired very careſully into the Notions of 
Taaitns; That Taautus, to whom the 
were aſcribed, was no other than (*) Mer. 
cury, will, 1 believe, need no proof. And 
theſe Mjitical Books of the Ammeniqus 
being joyned with them, makes it yet 
more - probable. For even among our 
preſent Counterfeits under the Name of 
Mercury, we have an Epiſtle of Aſclepins 
to Ammon, concerning the Concealment 
of their Philoſophical Myſteries, with ſe- 
veral other Fragments of the like addreis 
in S$tobens Eclog. Phyſ. by which we ce 
that thoſe unfaithful dealers with Hermes, 
did both joyn this Amor with him 
whom they make a King in Libya (very 
probably with ſome relation” to the Fa- 
mous 4.zbyar Oracle of Jupiter Ammon) 
and withal, made the ſame Ammon a 
very zealous Patron of thoſe Philoſophical 
Myſteries. So that this holds exa& cor- 
reſpondence with thoſe other Cheats, and 
looksas it it belonged to the ſame Forge. 
Unleſs poſhibly we may refer it to that 

| more 


( 33.) 
more Antient ConjunQion of Thoth and 
Thownz, and the God of the Xgyptiar 


Thebes, called Ammon in Plato himſelf, 1” PHe%. 


whence 1t comes to -paſs that the gypti- 
i Thebes has, in the Prophets, the Name 
of No- 4124102, as it was uſual, and, as Di- 
adorns obſerves moſt proper to the Fgyp- 
far, to denominate their Cities from 
their Deities. _ It may be this may be the 
reaſon why the Name of Ammor 1s ſo uſt- 
ally made uſe of in the accounts of the 
Egyptian Philoſophy, becauſe the Name 
it ſelf ſeems an off ſpring of Ham, aſcri- 
bed 1n the -Scripture to the Land of Fgypt 
it ſelf, ſo that the Ammonian Philoſophy 
$no more than a Colony of the Fgyptian, 
And theſe *Amrguza Tepele, theſe Myſti- 
tal Writings were moſt properly aſcribed 
to this God, whoſe very Name, as Mas 


J, 


P. 213» 


netho expounds It, ſignified in the Agyp- ap. 2. 
tan 7 ongue, FT 9 K&ng vALEyOv x, T xeunly. How tarch, de 


much more proper an Etymology is this, 
than that which Bochart gives elſewhere 


If. & 


Oftid. 


from the Hebrew, where his Intereſt for De 76er, 


Sanchoniathon, obliges him to make theſe © 
7 


C 


Ammonian FFritings Phenician £ 

d. XV. But to examine now the Cre- 
dibility of his pretence to theſe Means 3 it 
firſt conſiderable that, ſecing theſe Re- 
cords were Fgyptians, it 1s not eaſie to ex- 
plain 


od. 1, 


( 34 ) 


plain how Saxchoniathon himſelf, a Manffn 


of another Nation, could have acceſs toflge 
them. The difficulty Pythagoras found Bon: 


notwithſtanding the powerful recommen- 
dation of Polycrates to Amaſis who wa 
his Hoſpes, ſhews how averſe they were 
to communicate their Mjſteries to Fe. 
reigners, But it was not at all to be ex. 
peed by Perſons uncircumciſed, as the 
Phenicians were undoubtedly 1n the pre. 


Perphyr.de tended Age of Sarchoniathon. But up. 


vit,P/t4. poſing he had Conquered the difficultie 


-183-vid. : 
—_—— of acceſs, and ſubmitted, as Pythagors 


 ften, 


ſeems to have done, to Circumciſion ; yet {| 
the Myſtical Books of the Anmonian, |: 


and much more the Myſtical Hierogh- 
phicks of the /Egyprians (of which kind 
the Sacred [»ſcriptions of their Pillars ge. 
nerally were) depended {till on a higher 
degree of good will and fidelity of the 
Prieſts for their Explication. And who 
can undertake that they would, after all, 
deal Faithfully with him 2 Eſpecially if 
they had ſuſpeQed the leaſt deſign in him 
of committing them to Writing, and 4i- 
vnlging them to Poſterity £ And after all, 
what judicious Perſon would not rather 
enquire for this Information Original 
from the Agyptians themſelves & Who 
would not rather have truſted their proſe 

cnig 


Man 


ko 


( 35 ) 


Eaſe in which they were agreed, even in 
lzer times, than ſach Secod-hand Relati- 
ns concerning the fenſe of their Anceſtors? 
ind then, what will become of this fo 
mach applauded Teſtimony of Saxchonia- 
for, 1f Phoenician matters muſt not be 


. Rexpefted from him, as they could not 


from ſuch means of Information ; and if 
the Teſtimony even of the later Fgypti- 
os muſt be preferred before him? I am 
yery well aware that the whole credit of 
this Author depends on the contrary ſup- 
poſition, that both theſe Pil/ars of Taau- 
tw, and Apocryphal Books of the Ammoni- 
wr, were in Phenicia, and concerned 
Fhenician Aﬀeairs, and in the Phenician 
Tongue or CharaFers, that a Native Phe- 
wcian might be preſumed fitteſt to under- 
ſtand them. 

$. XVI. THIS will indeed, and will 
alone, make him fo credible as he is 
thovght to be. Andit 15 plainly ſuppo- 
ſed in the Author himſelf, who makes 
Hermes a Native. Phe#nician, and to be 
made King of X#gypt by one that was. 
And this ſcems the moſt likely account 
how the Pillars of Seth, (which I ſaid 
ſeem to be the ſame with thoſe of Mer- 
fry) came- to be placed by Joſephus in 
$riz, that he had met” them placed there 


. by 


ApudEu, 
Pr. Ev. 1, 
IO, P. 36s, 
A. 39+ B. 


"(0:36 9 
by ſome who , were thus in Intereſt, con, 
cerned to place them fo, to juſtifie theirs, 
other Factions. Befjdes 17 Sn jo t 
Manetho was eaſily corrupted into S244, 
in Joſephus, by them who were wil. 


Iing go have it ſo, as has already, 
been obſerved. And the /Egyptian Namehi 
of Seth, fo exaftly agreeing with the He. 
brew Name, was a likely occaſror of miſtake, ,,, 
and an Argument too, for them who had hg, 
rather have him belicved to be a Hebrew 
than an Egyptian. But then againſt this fg 
I oppole all the contrary, both Teſtimonice Th; 
and. Arguments that might be produced Ik. 
to prove that Hermes was a Native Xgyp- 
tian, and that Zgypt was never ſo ſubdu- 
ed by the Phenicians as to receive, nor Wy, 
Phenicia in ſuch a ſtrong and flouriſhing 
condition, as to give them a King of their yg 
own Nation. That is as many Teltino- hy 
nies, as there are or have been /E2yptian ay 
Writers, not only after, but before the hi 
publiſhing of this pretended Sarchonia: Bhi 
thon; as many of them, at leaſt, as m2n- hp 
tion ſuch a Perſon as H.rmes, as many of hes 
them as wrote before theſe Diſputes of fn, 
Antiquity of Nations were ſtarted, as well lt 
as they who wrote afterwards, to abet gy 
parties now made, and to drive on de- NY ;; 
ſigns by this time already formed bo (A tif 
anda. 


(37 ) | 
jd; The higheſt account of all the De Nat. 
wpries in Cicero's time, that was given 7;;_* ay 
them who had then the curioſity to 
Faire into the Gods of the fame Name, 
*Kounted not to above five, and among 
xm no mention of any one that was' a 
enician, a ſign none ſuch was ſo much 
"challenged by them, till this pretended 
wchoniathon. The ſame account is 'fol- 
oy by others afterwards, by Ampelins 
d Arnobins, a ſign that even ther this Ao 
titious Pheniciar was not of that credit, qa 
;to be thought worthy to encreaſe the 
ceived Number. And theſe were ſutfft- 
" ent to be oppoſed to the true Sanchoria- 
” himſelf. The Original Writings of 
antics, and the Myſtical Books of the 
wronians muſt have been theirs, and' 
ould have been Interpreted by none but 
" Rem, if we will allow any thing to-.. the: 
oncurrent Teſtimonies of di/ertereſſed An- 
quity. But how much more than'ſufh- 
* Trent are they to over-ſway the Yoxchers 
bor: hi, and for all thoſe things alſo which 
rommend him as ſo very creditable ? 
low-much Anrienter £ How much' freer 
rom deſign? 1 hat I may not now deſ- 
* fcendto Perſonal Compariſons. 
4. XVII. BUT (poſhbly to avoid the 
" lificulty to be ſuppoſed in underſtanding 


Writings 


E203 


Writings of this Nature) it is ſuppoſſ# 
that 7 aantus either found ot made all thin 
clear 5 that he Originally wrote them © 
whatever he wrote upon his own know 
| ledge ; that he wade them fo, where bi* 
did not, as in his diſcovery of theſe My 
lend Buf tal Books of the Ammonians, from fon 
 Pr.Ev.l. g. Monuments of their own, concealed i 
P- 32- B. their Adyta, and of difficult acceſs, by 
yet procured ang divulged by him ; tha 

he unriddled the Tales and Alegorivf 


wherein they had been Originally conf®, 


cealed. But that the later Prieſ#s againf® 
retrived their Mythologies and Arts off 
concealment. That as for the Mercurid® 
Ap. Eu. Books themſelves the Son of Thabion wa 
Ib.P-39-C- the firſt who turned them into Aheg, 
from whom they came to the Greek 
1b.p.40-8. That many Generations afrerwards Sk 
mubelus, the God (I ſuppoſe fo Sir-namedf# 
like Antiochus, and Diodorus CromiÞ 
the Philoſopher, from Saturw, and Pri 
the c/Zoyptian from Apobo, that I may in-F" 
ſtance alſo 1n private Perſons who were 
Sir-ramed from Gods, not only denomi-F 


2atively,) and Thuro a Woman Sir-named 
Chuſarthis, explained thoſe AMllegories. F** 


T hat by this means they might come clear FX 
to Sanchoniathor trom Writings, without * 
Perſonal Diſcoverics of the PrieiFs, which F 


Was 


(39) 


gnot to be expected. This ſeems cori- 
Kived, as if it were on purpoſe to defead 
Me Credit of theſe Informations. 
6 XVIII. BUT how many things are 
pre ſuppoſed no way conliſtent with the 
ons of thoſe times 2 We ſee ivis ac- 
Wowledged that the Arts of concealment 
.Wf Myſteries, had been taken up and uſed 
re, becauſe Taautus is ſaid to have un- 
Idled thoſe of the Ammonians. And 
lo know not how great a Pzaculum it 
s thought to divulge Myſteries 2 How 
; Wrticularly Superſtitions the Artients 
re that way, as appears from the Fa- 
is Of Phinews and Prometheus £ And 
,aMoncrning the e/Bgyptians) from their 


orſhip of Harpocrates > How it was Ca- 
Wal for the Perſon who endeavoured it, 
Show they would no doubt have ſap- 


k 


4 


' AL &- 


ed (ach Publications of their Myſteries 
mn r] ay in their power to do fo 2 How 
a could Sarchoniathon come by them 
n-$'0 lived ſo many Ages after? Was 
refB*aule they could not ſuppreſs all Copies 
y-vhat had once efcaped them at firſs, 
cially not ſuch as were in the Hands of 
tPhenicians, who were not obnoxious 
meir Juriſdiction £ But would they, at 
al, have paid that Hozonr to the Me- 
fy of a Perſon guilty of a Crime then 
reputed 


T3 


reputed ſo very i1pi93 as to make him iN® 


Go4? Would they not rather have ere 
ed Pillars to his diſgrace ('from- whence 
came afterwards the popular notion off 


raatreder) than borrowed all their ' Sacre 
Rites hd Inventions from his Books offi® 
« Pillars 2 Would they have aſcribed all 


their Solemmities of Religicn (as it appear 

they did from Clemens Alexandrinis) t 

ET ſuch a Prophaner of their Secrets, to { 

"on. -1mpious a violator of their received Re 
ligion £ ; ke 

$. X1X. AND who indeed 'was more 

unhkely to have ſach an accuſation laid tc 

his charge, than*he that was reputed the 

Firſt Inſtitytor of their Relzgion, the firl 

Impoſer'of that Sacred fence which the 

took tor ſo neceſſary a Duty of all that 

$«roum Would pretend to be Religions > Why 

ticerrun ſhould” they aſcribe their Hieroglyphitk 

Peril of and their Sacred CharaFers to him, 1t the 

Firmic.- had not thought that he had; invyentec 

Matic them purpoſely for this concealment 2 Bu 

c.8, conſider him even as the Inventor only c 

_ Eujeb. Pr. their Letters (an Invention expreſly aſcn 


<0 This * bed* to him- by this pretended Sanchonia 


thon himſelf) and they 'cannot ſhew it 
poſſible for him to make that diſcovery ht 
1s pretended to haye made from the yer) 


Writings of the Ammonians, For al 


"72 oo = 
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| (41) 
1 406 Sacred- ways but. Letters, were of 
ed ſo zquivocal fignification ,. as nothing 
could be gathered from them withour 
nes GC IENOS THOR: 
wu the Oral Traditions of their Priefts. + Abd 
oe. | 
Fiberefore he could not have made ſo 
eat Diſcoveries by Booker, if himſelf 
were the firſt Inventor of Letters. 
S.. $. XX. BUT who is this Son of Tha- 
" $hion, who is ſaid to have turned them 
back into Alkgories, and from whom they 
ame at laſt to the Greeks ? I ſuppoſe 4gas 
thodemoy, or the Second Mercury the 
Father of Tat, who is ſaid by Maretho to 
have. tranſlfted the Books of the ſaid 
BY Elder Mercury into Greek, but yet- 


| Tepper itogy hwnewis, that is in the Sacred Ap.Euſcb. | 
Egyptian Letter, contradiſtin from $7.54 /| 


© that which was of common uſe, poſſibly nd 


F that though the words were, yet the Cha- 
= «ers might not be underſtood by the 
Greeks without the PrieiFs aſſiſtance , 

-.# Which he alſo ſecured by placing them in 
p # the Adyta. All theſe things ſeem exatly 
to agree with the preſeat Fragments of 

-N the Mercuria! Writings in Greek, where 
the Elder Mercury is blamed by - Ammon 

.$ Jor divulging their MySteries ; where the 
Woecond Mercury is he who generally tpeaks 
$10 his ow/2 Perſon, the Elder ſpoken of 
mMthe Third, and Tat is mentioned as his 

het | 00, and the Mus eay 4mtkkcyin'i.v10y 18 ſo of- 
$ D ten 


| ( 42.) 
ter -mentioned,. where the very Pilar: 
are mennioned, and that they were to be 
divalted to Poſterity from thoſe Pillars, 
| as appears from a, Fragment of them ex- 
© $toh. Ec- tant 1n Stobeus. Yetit does not appearfi 
log. Phyſ. that Manerho publiſhed that Texr of thoſe 
| Mercurial Books he pretends to have uſed 
out of the Secred Egyptian, into the 
common. Greek CharaRer. That he might 
forbear to do as a Prief?. Poffibly Ny 
S menius might have contributed hereunto, 
who-'is therefore ' charged by his own 
| Heathen Brethren for divulging, 'Myſteries, F 
- 2: rob. in Whoever did to, ſeems allo to have en- i} ©; 
fomn. Sci-  Jarged/- 'thoſe of Manctho, with other A 
- £1 things he rook for Mercurial, as will ap 
S pear hereafter, However theſe very al- | 
lafionsto theſe Greek Mercurials, arc fut- | 

| 

| 

| 
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ficient ro convict this pretended Sanchoni- 
athon of falſehood, mn the opinion of ſuch 
as believe the Mercxrials thetnſelves to be 
Forgeries, and Forgeries much Jater than 
the time that Sarthoniathon pretends to. || * 
However, if they were again involved by F | 
this Second Hermes, how comes Sarchonid || © 
thor to have underſtood them ? But it this 
Surmnbelus and Zhird had extricated them 
before the time of Sarchorniathor, how 
comes Orphens (who muſt have been Elder 
or contemporary with him, it he flouriſhed 
at, or. a little before, the War of Troy, 
© ati 


c 4; - OR 
and whois generally ſuppoſed to hayebgr: - 


pti4 


owed his Notions from the. Xinypt 
For to have underſtogd them He: wp 


'f Allegories,' as; well as this pretended Sie. 


#boniathou ? 3ut tO proceed: 

\F, XXL. HE is pretended alſo i have 
Þorrowed bis [nformatians from Eberom- 
baal the Prieſt of: the, God Jevo. There - 
:islictle reaſon to doubt but that he. meant 
{Gideon, who, was by his. Father Zoaſh 


Fir-named Terubbaal. The putting of H F-4.vi.32, 


"before Hebrew Words beginning Sith T 
(that is, - putting Aſpirations, where in the 
Original, the.F is Conſonant) is ſo com- 
mon, that belizv2 none will doubt of 1t. 
Jnſtances. are very obvious, as in -Hiere- 
mias, Hieruſalew, Hiericho,. &*c. And the 
MS. Greek «.is as catie .to have been mj- 
ſtak-h for a «, which is, their Mark for 
6 which isa0 ordinary occaſion of miſtake 
in multitudes of MS'S. Eſpecially in the 
dels $killful Pabliſbzrs of Printed Books 


rom MSS. and this Name 1s at thispre- 


ſent Written Jerobaal, with an o 1n the 
Vulgar Latiz Text, Judg. vi. 32. And 
Almoſt a: little reaſon 1s there to doubt, 
tbur rhar the Name Fevo, 1s only a Greek 
Amitation of |, the” Tetigrammaton, the 
acl and final Aſpirations being utter- 
y unexpreſſible in the Greek Tcngue. Bur 

1) 3 neither 
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(44 ) | 
nenher is this account of his Information, 
any thing more creditable than the others, 
Jow could Gideon be a Prieſt, who was 
of the Tribe of Manaſſeh > Was it on ac- 
count of the Ephod which Gideon made} 

Bur where is there the leaft intimation that 
hewroteit himſelf? Nay,when he is ſaid to 
have placed it in. his own City of Ephre, 
it Teems to imply, that it was placed there 
for another's wearing. And how comes 
it-to paſs, that'the' Scripture ſhould paſs 
it ver in filence, that is ſo punual in 


taking notice of Violations of the Prie#7- 


hood, in matters of, lefler conſequence in 


Jeroboam and 'others? But how could 


Sanchoniathon have | been guilty of ſach 
4 miſtake, in fo freſh a memory of Gide- 


0, in ſo'near a Neighbourhood of the 


Fews, in a matter wherein then the mean- 
eſt of them could have informed him, 
(16 careful they were then to keep up the 
memory of their Tribes) if he had been 
ſo Uſligent in procuring Infcrmation, as is 
pretended ? Suppoſe he had been ſo ncg- 
Iigent himſelf; yet, how could King 


"Abibalis, to whom he is (ſaid to have De- 


dicated his Book? How could all his 
contemporary Enquirers after Trath, trom 
all whom, he 1s pretended to have re- 


+ Ev.1.9 31: ceived commendgations, 'be yet all ſo mi- 
Ye : - ſtaken 


oO 5. 
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fet to make this fancy concerning Gide. 
ms Prieſthood look more likely, the ex- 


Berith, with whom _ the, 1ſraclites '@m. 


maſt have. been the God of Berytus,  San- 
thoviathon's own City. But it ſeemsmoſt 
likely, that this Baa! Berith was the God 
(not the Goddeſi) to whom Gideop's 
o4 was Conſecrated, at his own City 
4, That Ephod is ſaid to have been 


mſhed the Sichemites' with Arms.m their, 
Conſpiracy with Abimrelech, which proved 
the ruin of the greateſt part of Gideor's 
Family. If fo, then there, was no ground 
to make'this Baa! Berith 'the fame with 
Jeo, to whom Philo Byblizs would Have 
ys believe that Gideoz was Prieſt.  How- 
ever, there is no probability that Berth 
(f it muſt needs be the narne of a place) 
could be the ſame with Bery:us.* This 
Berith; where the. Sichemites dwelt was in 
Ml ikelyhood under the Dominioh'of 'the 
[ſraelites, but Berytys was in Phenica, 
and was in Savchoniathon's time (if we 
may believe Philo Byblins) uncer a di- 
inc Kime from 1fFael. Befjdes the dif- 
: D 


6 ferer.£ 


Bi Ig WW . 
taken 10 a thing'of fo eafie, Information 2 - 


- # 


&llent Bochart conceives that the Baa Ph. Col. 
It. 17. 


£ .FOM- Judg, viii. 
mitted Idolatry after the. death of Grdeon, Jo VI 


'£ : a 4". a ; 8 udg. lit. | 
a ſnare to Him and his Family.” Andyac- Jus — 


cordingly. this Baal Bericb's Temple, 'fur- Judg.iv.q, © , 


va, . 
A 
Lo 
* . 
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| Phen.Col. 
F 11, 12. 
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Suid. Me- 15 madt a Woman, called Moſo by lex: 
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ferent ways of: writing, theſe, word- in the 
DEP Wes little occaſion. tor ſich a 
he Phenician Derytus was fo 
calleg as: Stephanys rells us, : rather from 
is We 70 tudor, &rg 748 To, Cp4&p T2 av Nis, 
And 61s obſervable,,; that Stephan ſeems 
to. have. taken whathe had' concerning 
thele-Pherician places, from Phils Byblius 
hinaelt,, as might have. becn; ſhewn in {:- 
veral-Inftances, and. is on another occal:- 
apnoned by Bochart himſelf,” Tf this 
were taken. from him alſo. then, It will at 
le W, that this afhinity between the 
es.9h, Berth and! Beryt "M45, could huve' 
calton of ryiſtake; to; ' Phils oY 
Ht Ons as, to our prelent” pbrpole, 
Re nh. greater - conſequicnce, than. 
what that ſame Eearned Perori,"obſeryes 
from Nouns, who takes Berytus for Bero:, 
the Davghter of Fenus and Adonis. This 
therefpre,.. looks like one, of, thoſe ill- 
meant Blunders, ; which thoſe "Modern 
Ss s were ordinarily .guilty of in the 
Hiſtory, who pretended, no doubt 
as. the like Records; to give other ac- 
counjs of them, - than their, own writings 
had done of thethſelves, only -with' a de- 
lign to aſperſe theip Nation. Thus Moſes 
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© ander  Polyhiſtor. Moſes and Joſeph are 
Joyned 


(47) 
"med together as contemporaries: 10 Che + 
ror, Put Moſes is the Son of Joſeph 


ob 


eos Pompeins, Epitomiz'd by Fuſtin, 


any more Ioſtances might have been gt- 
ren, .1f -1t had been neceitfary. - Nor will 
e Anſwer of Bcchart ſerve to excuſe him 
is 2 .may indeed alon2 fignifie. a 
rince as well as a PrieiF. But whea it 1s 
janed with the (od, to whom he is faid 
to have been PrieiF,chat were alone {ufhct- 
eſe to determine the ſiznification, . from 
any ambiguity of whi-h ir might other- 
wie have been capable, But belides I 
hall (*) hercafter have occaſion to ſhew 
tis defign in making him a Prieſt, for , re- 
ommending what he was to deliver on 
lus Teſtimony. 4 
&. XXIL BUT. poſhbly his pretended 
empires of, (Fideon, might have given 
wm the Title of Prieft,., and Sanchboria- 
2 aiStranger, a likely. occalion of ſuch. 
ſtake. It they did: ſo, then this.it 
had been.a ſufhcient Argument, .that 


eu > .— © 5 tb 
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at credit mult that part of . bis 
mltory be of, which relyes' gn ſo ungre-. 
ble Informations ? And indeed, how 
wlikely js ic, that Gideoz ſhould have 

ſach Memoires behind him? In all 

lyhood, what bad, come from-him, 
D 4 would 


 - L 
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ey could. .not have been Gideon's. And _ 


| 
$] 


Fuft, Hiſt, Y 
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( 48-) 
would have been accounted Prophetical , 
at leaſt, if it had been undoubted, would 
have been made fo by the atteſtation of thu 
the Sanbedrim, who were by God himſelf Wha 
eſtabliſhed for the Authentical Jxdges of Fit 
Prophets. Which is the moſt defenſible I it 
way for aſſerting the Divinity of the Axe. 
nymons Authors of the Old Teſtament |} © 
And if ſo, what probability 'had there Þfi 
been of their miſcarriage ? Nay, ſuppoſiag $1 
them” only Human, and of no higher re- | vt 

- pate, among the Jews; yet, who can | Bu 
think they would have vegle&ted fo pre- || fu 
cious a- Monument of their Aztiquity, | Gif 
fromfo-ſure a hand as Gideon's ? But there Nj 
is not the leaſt Memory of ſach a Work 
among the Jews, not in their Canonical 
Hiſtories 5 not in the multitndes even of 
Connterfſeits, that were Antient, or were 
ever received, even among the Heleniſts, 


nic 
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bl 
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of which we have any account, either in 4 
V 
n 
n 
t 
ſ 
y 
1 
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their Antient Stichometrie, or in any Anti- 
ent Owvtations; not ſo much as in any 
Quotation of thoſe Canonical Writgrs that 
lived near thoſe times, and quote ſeveral 
extantthen, which have fince miſcarricd, 
as the Book of Faſter, of the Wars of the 
Lord; &ce. Not even in the Book of 
Fndges, where his Teſtimony had bein 
moſt "uſeful for continuing the Jewiſb 

a | Hiſtory, 


y 
—_— 


(449 ) 

Hiſtory, from the death of Joſhua, to his 

own time.. Can we think- they would 

thus generally have negleted him, if they 

kad known him, or thonght him Genu- 

ine? Can we think the Phericians would 

have valued him, if his own Conntry-men 

had ſo nggleted him #2 

t | $ XXII. Certainly, if he ever had any 

e | fich Memoires, or made uſe of them any 

oe Þ where, it muſt have been, moſt probably, 

where, he gives account of Jewiſh matters. 

But his accounts concerning them, are ſo 

full of miſtakes, of miſtakes ſo incon- 

fiſtent even with Jewiſh Intereſt, as could 

not, with any probability, have been oc- 

cafioned by any Jewiſh | Teſtimonies 3 

much leſs by ſo grave an unexceptiona- - 

ble a Teſtimony as that of Gideon. I 

have had occaſion to mention one inſtance 

already, that of his making Gideon a 

Prieff. And ſich generally are the reſt 

of his accounts of Jewiſh affairs, as far as 

we can judge of them, by the” few Frag- 

ments preſerved to us by Porphyry, He 

makes Abraham a Native Phenician, and By the 

theſame with the Greek Saturn, who be- Name of 

ſtowed Attica on Minerva. What Jew _ 3P, 

" | would have rob'd his Nation of their ey,j, _ 

| Fother Abraham they fo much boaſted off, Þ: 35. C. 

| | Fould have derived them from the Uncir. *: 35D. 
| cumciſed 
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( 50.) 
cumeiſ-d Philiflines,., ſo mach abhorred 
and deſpiſed by them>2 Would have 
diſhonoured fbraharm himſelf, fo. far a; 
to have. made him a Heather Deity, x 
thing ſo deteſted by the Jews 2 He makes 
him a@#a/y Sacrifice his Son. Ir 1s plain 
what Intereſt obl:ged him to ſay ſo, wiz. 
that he might hereby-give an Mn of 
that Antient, but Inbuman Cuſtom, of IB 
Sacrificing their own Children . to him, kt 
under the, name of Safurz or Moloch. For 
this was generally the delign of the He fie: 
ther Myperies, to commemorate, ſome iÞd 
memorable:A&tion of their Deity. Thus I 
the pleaſure, that Ceres: took. .in the ob» &þ 
ſcene behaviour of Baubg, was :comme- 
morated in the”, Eleuſevian Myſteries. And 
the like delight that Hercules took in the 
Plow-man's Gurſes, when he -was.. eating 
his Plow-Qxen, was alſa remembred with 
the. like Curſes ſtill repeaved; in the Solett» 
nities of the Worſhip: of Hercules. - But 
what ground could he have in doing 1o, 
from the. Old Teſtawent £ He might. in: 
_ - deed fromthe later Myſtical Expoſitions 
_ . of 'the He/eniſts, who ſpeak of it as done, 
- becauſe.1t was. reckoned to him as done in 
the , Divine : acceptance, - (Gen, Xx1l,;, 10. 
» Therefore | St. Pail ſays ,he Offered bim, 
Heb. xi. 17. adding -witha}, that he 
| | ceived 
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(51) 
int from Death in a Figure, V. 19, 
4 "FL expreſſion of baving actually of-. 
hd b1z, 1s alſo uſed by St. Clemens mn his crew, 24 
piltle to the "Corinthians. If; 1t were Corinth.- 
kice that he derived his "miſtake, that, *-*5-10: 
alſo prove hi Counterfeited. about 
ime he was firſt produced. He gives 
different acconnts of the reaſon why 
draban ſhou)d bave offered his YON. . 
0 anerimes, ar Iuvor TAs HEN Wy 97 eAy- P. 40. 'D 


# ,@gar ſometimes again, Avur yerouers P, 3&D. 
70 I know not whether any occa» 
0 of the fortmer account, might have 
Ken taken from 2 Kings 1ii. 27. Am. 
NG. where the King of Moab being, 
weſled by dilireſs of War, offer'd a Firit- 


or Son ; but not his own, but the King 
Edoms. But there is no pretence of 
erin Abrahams cale from any ZFewifþ 
'ords, nor conſ-:quently could he have 
ſe difl: rent Informations from the, Me-. 
ures of Gideon, unleſs we can ſuppoſe 
£m, not only different from all, the Au- 
entick Records of his Nation, but from 
themſelves alſo, theſe things being the 
ancipal in thi; Author, "that concern 
$1488 an4 yet, being ſo impoſſible to 
have been taken from any Memoires of. 
ideorr, make« me verily ſuſpe&,- that the 
Wer of this Author himiclt, as be did 
not 


( 52 )) 


I HSE | » 
not »ſe, {o neither did he know of any 
ſuch Memoires, either truly or preten. WW 


dedly paſſing under the Name of Gideon, Wi 


at leaſt, nor owned for ſuch among the ſi 
Jews, Which as it is a clear conviftion 


of his deſigned difingenuity in a matter Þ 
not excuſable by any -pretence of Igno. 
rance; ſoit will render him juſtly liable Þ 
to a ſuſpicion of a like difingenuity in his Þ* 
Other fair pretences, though we had not 
thelike evidence of .convition of them, 
At leaſt no ſach pretences to means of [n+ 
formation muſt be truſted on his word, 


and there is no better pretended for (FM 


them. 


6 XXIV. BUT, to let the Informations \nti 


alone, the work it ſ&f affords Intrinſick ; 
Arguments 'enough of juſt ſuſpition. AF 


great occaſion of the Forgeries of thoſe F* 


times, was the Emulation of ſeveral Nati F 
ons, for glory of Inyentions and Anty 


quity, Hence it came to paſs, that of all 


glorious Inventions, and of atl Famous lea 


Perſons, ſo very different and inconſiſtent 


accounts are given by the Hiſtorians of Þ% 


the ſeveral Rival Nations, each of them Þ® 


challenging them for their own. Hence 
ſuch a multitude of Jupiters, Hercule/s 
| Kſculapinss, Diana's, &c. nay, and of 


Homers too, different not only in Nats J* 


ON, 


C3 


*but in Age too, yet pretending gene- 


J ily to che glory of the fame AQtions. 
. muſt needs be, that of ſo inconfiftent- 
te Wrports concerning the ſame Perſon,” all 
o it one muſt have been not miſtakes, ' 
rt deſigned Forgeries, Which I there- 
» re note to ſhew that, as it was not unu- 
« , fo neither was it new, to Forge on 
« ich occaſions. Yet they pretended ge» 


« (rally to honeſt means of Information. 

: Mow this pretended Sanchoniathon, is full 

this vanity of arrogating uſeful Inven- 

ms and Perſons to his own Phenicia. 

r Which, as they will prove him /ater than 

eſe AE-lations of ſeveral Nations about 

Intiquity, much later than the time pre- 

mded for the true Sarchoniathon ; fo 

ey will expoſe him to all the Teſizmonies 

nd reuments that may be produced for 

be ſeveral Nations againſt him in a//, or 

yof the reſpettive Particulars. If he 

ap be diſproved or charged with indire& 

kaling 1n any one particular, that will be 

cient to weaken his credit in all the 

Let us come therefore to the par- 

Iculars. 

XXV.THUS he aſcribesthe Invention of 

ton, to the Pheniciar Xvove, 1n alt like» gy, p,.., 

hood, the ſame with ::o«ug in Heſrod, Þc. ey. 1. 

whom he makes the Famous /#/car; where- © > 3% 
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m_ as the Scripture attributes the ſame oF 
281. 285-Tubal Cain, and the Grecians, to the 11 
Da#zlz, not long before -the Wars 
Ct. © Jroy, For there we find that all the, 4 
In 4p., Of rhe Heroes, both offenſive and 'defenj 
Argonnut. were of-Braſs, as appears by Homer, an! 
S—} obſeryed by the Scholiait, on A4polnf& 
Paular, #s Rhodins and Pauſanias, which af 
Laconic-Þ: great ſuſpicions that the Invention of haſp 
was late, becauſe it h2d not as. yet reacheſ 
thoſe Parts. Burt it 1: indeed firange. th; 
Fulcan ſhould here be taken for a Phe 
H:5adn, ian, who is by the /Egyptians, repoiteft** 
Eujeb, to have been the notorious Original &** 
pk 6 the firſt Generation ' of their. Deifeſ 
7. Ammian Kings 5 The deſign. of , which Deipinfy® 
Mereeliz, being obſerved by this Philo bim(clt, if 
= por have been the Eonour of ſome \profitabl 
Apud Ef. Invention for Human Life, will make 
Pr.Ev. 1.9. likewiſe probabl:, that he was alſo tak 
5 tor the Inventor of Fire and Iron, The? 


Nat.Deor. were indeed ſeveral -xlcars obſerved bÞ; 
L111: the Artients, but not above Four, aff 
* Arnob.1..4. among them none that appears to hav” 
i Eu'. been thought Phenician. 'i hus alſo We 
r, Ev, |. pr | 
\o. p. 25. makes Magus the Son of the '4a1.) angie 
D. * Titanes, which were accounted bad Us 
mons. Who ſees not here an inſtance of; 
that ordinary vanity of the CGrecians, OE 


turning the ame of the SeF into a prof 


| ($3 

"Bj Natne of a Mar, and thence pretend- 
f ip to give an account of their fir{t Inſtitu- 
ror £-Who ſces not a plain delign to rob 
ſite Chaldeans of the Mazti, and to make 
"Shem a Pheniciar Invention 2 Which let 
þ believe, who can find in his heart to 
do ſo. 1 need not to obſerve, that the 
 {vbole Seft of the Magi, if they were firſt 
Fhſtifuted by the Chaldear Zoroaitres, 
who ſcems to have lived near the time of 
Prbagoras, and is faid .by fome to have 
Feonverſed with him) they muſt have 
cen Inſtituted long after the time of our 
| Wretended ' Sarchoniathon, and therefore 
- eould not have been taken notice of by 
” Fhim. As tor the Bafrian Zoroaſtres, | 
.Jdotbt the very pretending to him was 
only ſuch another defign of robbing the 


Fo 


nerfiime Name. I might alſo obſerve, that 
hen he makes this Magrs the Son of 
anole bad Demons, he evidently alludes 
__ tythe bad ſenſe of the Name of Magas, 
\ dich was yer very much Jatcr than the 
,"Mllſiiturion of the Sed it felt. 
1 $ XXVI. RE alſo makes the Dioſcuri, 
. mt only Phenicians, but the ſame alſo 
: > Mth the Corybantes and Cyrctes, It ts 
oro cent he could not underſtand the 
4 Caſtores, 


(haldeans of hint. Diodorns calls him 1.5. 8i6, 
\MOxyartes, and that was, it may be, his*x Creſ. 


Ap.-Euſeb, 
12.P.36.4, 


(56) 
Caſtores, who were not only later than" 
Sanchoniathon, but than thoſe Cxretes and 
Corzbantes alſo. The moſt candid ſen 
that can be put upon it, is by the nameſ#; 
Dioſcuri to underſtand, not the Sos, but 
the Nurſes of Jupiter. So indeed thefſÞ® 
word KueiCeny 1s uſed in Heſiod for Nurſong, | x: 
And ſo the Curetes or Corybantes, are inſÞ® 
Truth, ſaid ro have Nurſed him in thefſ® 
Antrum I4eum. But then, the word be 
ing Greek, could not have been known 
to the Phoenician Sancheniathon ;, andif 
what word muſthave anſwered it in his 
Original Phenician, is not eafie to gueſs." 
Nor do 1 know why Phzlo (hould uſe it inf 
Ap. *uſeb.ſo unuſual a Notion, which yet he clle-$1' 
37" where uſes for them abſolutely, without 
the explicatory Addition of the Tirles ov 
Curetes or Corybantes, And is not this aſÞſ®: 
plain deſign upon the Cretan Jupiter, top” 
make him, as well as his Nurſes Orgy” 
nally Phericien ? But this may poſliblyſe” 
be thought excuſable as an Interpolationps: 
of the Trenſiator, who muſt at lealt, have 
been the Author of that Greek word. For 
it ſeemsevident, not only from this, bun 
Greek words, Az9wrds * the mention of ſeveral othe 
=iToy, P- 36. becauſe Zevs* Greek, words, and of thy 
aggTeAF, p.27. Oveey0s, Greek Nation, nay, o# the bn 


Kegr&, Egwis,&c.8.P39. : | 
where he quotes Heſfiod,&c, VETY Alexandrians, that | | + 


did 


C38) 
Waid uſe the liberty, rather of a Parapbraſt, 


than of a faithful . accurate _7ranſator, 
Bue then, how ſball we be ableto diſtin- 
em between his [nterpolations, and the 
© Text of his pretended Sanchonjathon. It 
F eems allo ſtrange, that theſe Corybantes or 
tbiri, or Samothraces, which, by the 
| Grecian account of them, ſcem to have 
® been the ſame, and to.have accompanied 
* the * Mater Deorum out of Phrygia into , 
Crete, ſhould here be made immediately -Y 
W Phenricians, though: I am apt to believe 
indeed that their Myſteries hid'fome Ori- peck. 
K pony Phenician Ingredients, * But it 1s hays ©12s 
* yet wore ſtrange, how they ſhonld have # 
found: Crete inhabited, wher6 they muſt > * 
g have: /Varſed, or at leaſt, received Jupiter, | 
» if: theioſclves had been the firſt Inventors 
"4-4 Ships, as is here pretended, unleſs poſ* /. p. 36! 
- fibly: they made nfe of thoſe, hard Wifes, d 
' which are here alſo mentioned, as invent- 
Wed before. Which yet is hardly credible 
of ſo-great a Maltitude as might be 
F thought ſufficient tro People the whole 
* 1nd: 
8. XXVII. Other inſtances there are of 
& the like Vanity and Aﬀe@ation in this Au- 
* thor, Sorne 1 have had occafion to touch (1) Ap. 
at formerly. * Who can endure to fee £/. Pr, 
J * _—_ to ſee the famous Apypri- — 


33. D. & 
E art p, 49. Ce 


-(58) - > 

(2) 't. P-an (2) Hermes, made Original Phenidh® 
-» A *** azs5?- This alone, one would think, weil: 
ſufficient. to overthrow thoſe great Ed 

gies that are given him for his Falls: 
16.p.38-A- fulneſs. and Diligence, but this is, not alfifis" 
[eD. TFupiter \Belus, the tamous ' Founder oi 
the Afjrian Monarchy, Zyphor the Broil: 
ther . of. the famous Agyptian Ofrifhs' 
muſt alſo be made Originally -Phenic(6t 
ans z than which what can be/ more cnn: 
tainly falſe, it any thing - be certain in this! 
 Antient.. Aſyrian or Xgyptian Hiftorie: 6 * 
So: muſt alſo Ldodus the Father of Beſs» 
badad King of Syria in the Scripture, an. 
% in Trogus Pompeirns, and worſhipped bY" * 
, Meſniars. the Syrians for a God. So muſt Muſs 


. 


Meſem.p. lapins,,; whoſe Sons. were Peloponnejunſſy 


:13.Corin. and onthat account prefent at the Waſſhi! 
cou of '7roy.z beſides that himſelf is reporteQ$% 
-- . to have been the Son of Arſnoe thij"! 
Daughter of Lencippus a Meſſenian. 5% 

muſt alſo Mznerva, if ſhe had Attica beffÞie: 

* ſtowed on her by the Phenician Saturn * 

But when . were the Phenicians fo famouſſo 

for their Conqueſts, as to have ſo graft 

and remote Dominions as Agypt,' Aſyif*. 

and Attica at their diſpoſal > What wif! 

ter, even of their: own, however partiaÞ®©1 

to his own Country, did ſo much' as pref: 

tend it before our pretended Ky * 

ML 


(59) 
on But.it is a ſtrange miſtake 1n Chro- 
ar (in which it. 0 - have been 
a ſpecial Providence” of "God for their 

DC Bliovery, that Counterfeiters have gene- 
rally bzen unskillfal) that ſhe ſhould be 


made contemporary, Or rather 


r *\ than "F, £4 cula ZuUS 425 (*) Por ſhe is made the 
" (© ſe 1480s Daughter of Sturp , 


will appear, by - our Authors P. 36. D. But Eſculapits 
CO mputation : ; whereas Mſcus 1s made the Son of Sy 


wn Japius flouriſhed, 42S I faid be. duc, the Brother of Mi 


ſor, whoſe Son Mercur 
+ fore, but little before the War, 'is ſaid to have bzem 


« of Troy, but Minerva ſtrove Counſellor to Saturn 7 
{von as he was on to 


with Neptune, for the Domini- jaws Brace p. 35. Dy 


+ pn of Artica in the time of Ce- ay the Poſterity *f the 
toſcurt are made con« 
erops Diphyes, . fome hundreds ;. porary ohh cl 


of Years before. There were in- p. 37.8. Which D;5{:ur 
deed ſeveral Minerve and fs themlelves were Sons 
L end by th ho of Syduc, anT\ conſe 
{Cl p12 prete ed yt Em, wW quently Brethren to Af. 
& bad the corjoſity to enquire in- culapius. See p. 36. A.) 
» to them, in order to theexpo- 
ſing them. But this very pretence of a 
»Maltitude, was later than the times of 
i Amulation, and yet none of thoſe Mul- 
+ titudes pretended to have been Phenicians. | 
The paſſage of Damaſcus concerning a pau; 
 Phenicics <AEſculapins, ſeems plainly #t ' i 
$7 tranſcribed from Philo B yblins, and there- 1; wy 
©fore ought not to be wh for , a diſtin& 1073. 


Authority. | 
% E 2 'G XX VIII, 


© 8 


- 
Ui 
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& 2-P-39 _$ XXVIIL_ AND. why Thould\ 4s 
| | - wh if the were the Phenician Satury 
rrcumciſe himſelf, as this Author "allo 
pretends, when it is ſo well known, tht: 
the Antient Pheicians were ſo averſe tl 
it, that a long time after Abrahams death, 
they are ſti]! ſtigmatized'by the name off® 
the wncircumciſed Philiftines ? - But thelf 
deſign is plain. He had*a mind to chal 
lenge a Perſon of ſuch Note for his Coun 
try-man; and becauſe the ,Story of Abrf* 
bam's making a Covenant with Got by” 
. Circumciſion, was one of. the 'moſt memoW* 
rable paſſages of that Great Man's Life 
therefore he thought it fit'to aflert it tolf® 
their Saturs.” And it may be the rather 
becauſe by this time, when this work- wa 
Countterfeited, the Phenicians themſclveg® 
ſeem alſo to have received Crrenmeiſunt* 
from the eAfryptians. Who knows bu® 
that ſuch Tales as/ theſe might have beenſ® 
the reaſon why Abraham 'was worlbippedF 
Eu'eb. de at Mamre, for ſome conſiderable time bed 
@. 2" fore Conſtantine who firſt forbad it, with 
' 53. Soz0- Jaols and Sacrifices by Gentiles as wel 
oo Eccl. as Chrifizans , by Phenicians as well i 
"11+ thoſe of Paleſtine and Arabia? That H 
man Sacrifices were not among thoſe a 
they are particularized by , Sozommgey 
(though they were otherwiſe the pro V 
pereliſe- 


C803... 
for the Phenician Saturn) there 
Wir go0d reaſon, becauſe they had 
,, long before that time, forbidden 
Roman Laws, The Firſt Roman Law 
| ſt them was at Rome, Ar. 21. C. 657. 
' Cornelins Lemtulus and P: Licinins 
* s being (1) Confſuls, Aﬀer that it (1 2) 7lir. 
g particularly forbidden the Druids by 4TH 
) \ Tiberius, at laſt forbidden every 
here by the Emperor (3) Hadrian, (3/09 
xides that by the account Philo Biblyus ,,.;6 
j ſelf as well as other Writers of Phoe- 
ws Attairs, give concerning them; theſe 
wan Sacrifices, by the Rules of the 
weniciars themſelves, ſeem not to have 
e en ordinary, but only reſerved for ſome 
Wreat diſtreſs, as an expiation to that 
ry Demon. But all theſe inſtances do 
Manly ſhew how extreamly partial 
W Author was, 1n adorning his own 
\ tion with the ſpoils of others. Which 
"i reconcileable either with the Vera- 
'or Antiquity of the true Sanchonia- 
W. Nor will any ſuppoſable miſtakes 
Philo in tranſlating him, ſerve to bring 
i i off in ſo groſs and deſigned inſtances 
icerning his Neighbours and the Famons 
wſozs now mentioned. For they 
rn Things, not Words and Ex- 
rolf won: Things very notorious, - not 
BP ES only 


+ ( 62 ) " 
only of Probable or ConjeFural Evi- " | 
dence. 3-0 


this Anthor Counterfeited purpoſely - with 
a deſign of confronting the Artiquity of 
the Scripture. But who was the Impoſtor, 
whether Philo Byblius or Porp:3yry, that 
I confeſs I cannot eafily determine. [1 
confeſs | ſkould rather charge it on Por- 
phyry, the abuſing of the Name of Phzlo, 
as well as that of -Sanchoniathon, were it 
not. for that only Teſtimony of - Mthenew, 
and 1 have given my reaſons why 1 ſhould 
otherwiſe have thought it improbable that 
Philo.was the Author of that Tranſlation. 
But becauſe I cannot tell 'what to ſay to - 
that expreſs Quotation of Athenens be- 
fore the time of Porphyry, I doubt Philo 
will not cafily:be diſcharged of it. For 
by his Exceptions againft the Teſtimony 

& .. of Hegatens for what he had Written in 
” Sues favour of the Jews, That either his work 
3% em mult have been counterfeited 3 or if ge- 
; (3) * nuine, that he himſclf muſt haye been 
5 1 carried away by the planſtbzlity of the 
- ae Jewiſh pretences: It appears that he was 
* Philo ap. Engaged in that Diſpute concerning the 
+ Orig.cont. Antiquity of the Fews,and engaged againſt 
+ ci P. the Jews, andtherefore was a Perſon ſut- 
hl ficiently interefſed to ſet on ſuch a difin- 
genuous 


$..XXIX. I,cannot therefore but think , 
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mous deſign as far as his Principles 


"Wald give him leave. And I have al- 
_ dy ſhewn how far Platonical Principles 
(Ho. If I may venture to gueſs'ina 
tter that affords no better Arguments 
n gueſſes, 1 ſhould ſuſpet that FJoſe- 
ws Books againſt Fppier were the oc. 

jon of engaging Phz/o on this Snbject. 
hat Zoſephns had there produced in de- 
te of the Antiquity of the Jews, was 
wy probably the 921475 alluded to by 
lo, FT cannot think any other was 
ant, becauſe Joſephus ſeems to have 
en the firſt that engaged in that Diſs 
te Che does not intimate in the leaſt 
t any had engaged in it before him) 
d becauſe the time was ſo ſhort between 
has and Philo, that there could hard- 

be any new occaſion for any one elſe 
jundertake that cauſe that Joſephs had 
very lately, and ſo accurately defend- 
I. For Joſephs wrote his Books againſt 
bio immediately after his Antiquities 
id his Life, in the Thirteenth Year-of 
lowitian, becauſe he dedicated theſe alſo 
dthe ſame Epaphroditus, who was put to 
ath'in the Year following 3 --arfd - Philo 
ems to have written under Hadriaz. 

" Wilides the fame of Foſephrs,” ith all well- 
hers to Learning, and the Eminent ca- 
E 4 pacities 


vw. th. » 


( 64 ) 
pacities-he ſerved in, both among his own 
Conntry-men, and in the,Courts: of © the .. 
Veſpaſeans, added no-doubt a greater Au- 
thority. to what came, from him, and re» 
commended it to the Reading. of all cu- 
rious Perſons, not now to mention the 
Atteſtations of the Emperors, and of 
King Agrippa, an1.of -other Learned Men, 
Heathens as well as others, among whom 
himſelf - reckons Julins Archelavs and He. 
App- 1. rod, _:And"this very Teſtimony of Heea-. 
2937: ** +exs, Which it ſeems ſo gravelled Philo, 
3 had been produced, and infilted.on, 1n 
+Cont. 4;- this very work by Joſephns, Which, will 
fon. L. 1. ! S 
>. 1048, therefore make it very probable, that this 
'B., 11. P. Work of Philo Byblaus avainſt the Jews, 
4 2993--  was deſigned in anſwer t& Joſephus againlt 
| Appian., * . | 
"Cont. 4pp. $6. XXX. WHICH being ſuppoſed, 1 
ky : conſider further that, Joſephus inthat ſame 
Work had principally inſiſted on- the Te- 
ſtimonies .of Phenicians and {Fgyptianr, 
for proving the Antiquity of his own Wa- 
. tion, as of thoſe who had beſt reafon to 
©. - knowthem; but the Phoenicizrs moſt of 
C. 4ppior. all, as: being neareſt. -. Accordingly he 
ws; Appeals nor-only to their Writers that 
+ Anriq. viii, WETE..Extant, - but their written, Records, 
2455 their Arenpapel, Avbich were preſerved 10 


"ON. I. P. thac.very timez -Fhis could not chooſe 
1042, B, | bt 


| £ «< 65 Irs 
x particularly move | Philo Byblius as 
8 himſelf a Pherician, and who might 
ywell have known Joſephus himſelf, 
ewere. Threeſcore and Eighteen years 
i at the Two. hundred and twentieth 
wpiad, as has been obſerved out of Sui- 
though pollibly the odd Number of 
bs Olympiad, above Two hundred and 
wenty, which .is requiite to. make him 
to Write concerning the Empire of 
edrjam, is wanting. I mention not Sca- * 
| ors. Aveyezdy Which: tells us more parti- 
F rly, not the Olympiad only, but alſo 
he very year wherein he conceives him 
þ have Written, becauſe it 1s of :no Au- 
hority. But there was another thing 
hat added further to the rcputation of 
he Jews about that time. Their Eſſenes 
ad been in great reputation with as many 
s had. occaſion to hear of them, as a very 
Philoſophical ſort : of : Perfons. Pliny the Nat. Hit. 
tder.-had mentioned them with great re- ?- 17- de 
"t as, afterwards! Porphyry did allo. g, wo 
vt_ this: concerned only their Philoſophy 
liviog. :There were alſo among them, 
Shers who had written' Books of Philoſo- 
phy, not only Ariſtobulus the Peripatetick 
in the time of Ptolome::s Philometor not 
ly many others intimated, though not 


med by Philo the Few, and Joſe hue, 


I 


\ 
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it he ever lived to finiſh that work of the 
tio = Sentiments of the Fews, ſo often promiſed 
Fo. & Ant, by bim, as T doubt, he* did not. Theſe, 
hi & by Myſticizing the Kogusy evi, of Moſes to 
27 a ſenſe, not very diſtant from that re- 
| ceived among the wiſeſt Philoſophers, and 
in a moſt elegant, rapturons, modnſh ſtile 
(ſuch was: that of Phzlo particularly.) 
They gained ſo much further on the good 
_ opinion of the wiſe ones of that Age, as 

to have their Nation, which had former- I 

_ ly been deſpiſed as Barbarovs, now to paſs 
among the' Nations which were Famous 
for Wiſdom. And the rather becauſe this 
way of Myſticizing the Poets, - for the 
Greeks, into a Syſteme of Philoſophy, 
was already taken up by the Stoicks, 
and the other Dogmatical Philoſophers, 

who were concerned for the defence of 
the received Religions againſt the Atheiſts 
and Epicureans, and Scepticks, Who' had 
taken great advantage from thoſe Fables, 
for expoſing them. Who, had withal, 
been herein imitated by the /Þgyptiarr, 
who had Allegorized I1/fis and Ofrris, and 
all their own moſt Antient Hiſtortes. 
From whom the Alexandrian Jews ſeem 
| willing to differ as little as was poſltble. 
prone" Accorcingly  Laertins, who wrote not 


p. 3 B, longafter, takes them into-that Number 3 
and 


: 
: \ 
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endeavoured, as he was able, to give 

& account of them, though on the 1 «age _— 
armations of Clearchus the Peripa- © Cell. 1. q 
ick. So alſo Numenivs before him. 13-8 En . 
& XXX. BUT there. were alſo other BreEY. is. 
pps that contributed hereunto about * 

” time of which I am ſpeaking. One 

ws the atteſtation of ſome Oracks re- 

wed among the Heathens themſelves, 
hich alſo commended them for that very 

{ſe wherein they differed from the reſt 
Mankind. Such was that produced by 

Juſtin Martyr, not long after the time 

"Philo, as given by a Heather Deity to 


Heathen Enquirer : So he, 'Eegyiye x48 Two Parnztic. 
F auTU g47s) i at Vply eNews, 7:04; ouregn P« 12, 


nb's arJees meyer vn9u; more, #Tw To Yencnerw 
pxe7 2.4 e47e. 


M#yor X»adhuio ULTLIECS wu nd 2; Ebpat ol 
'Aur-y 41179) " Avarre oeba)0 py Oedy aumy, 


dd might poſſibly in this Caſe, make 
he Devil ſpeak againſt his own Intereſt, 
che did in the caſe of Balaaw. To the 
ame purpoſe we 'have other Oracles alſo 
wned by Porphyry (very probably in Ap. Zuſeb 
p Boly of Philoſophy» Colleed ont of p* jy. x 
Iracles,) whereof ſome might have been 19. 
Fntienter than the time of, Philo Byblius. 
ſam not.concerned to Diſpute what real 
Credit theſe Oracles deſcrved, yet cer- 
tainly 


=. 1? BY 
tainlythey could not chooſe but have been 
very powerful recommendations to thoſe 
| Philoſophers who did-aQtyally believe them 
Divine, and that is all for which I am con. 
cerned at preſent. To the ſame purpolc, 


alſo 1 refer the advantageous Characters. / " 


of Abraham and Moſes, in the Orphaicks 

firſt mentioned in theſe firſt times of Chrs- | 

- ſtianity. And as Orpheus had among the 

. Heather the Reputation of a Sacred and 
Isſpired Perſon, fo his word muſt. have 

been reverenced by them all, but parci- 

cularly by the Egyptians, and the 1il- 

Ciples of- Mercury, becauſe he was taken 

for a great promoter of their Philoſophy. 

But there was yet a further reaſon that 

might peculiarly recommend him to che 
Mgyptians, * That is, that he was, by 

fome. Traditions, received by Perſons of 

great Authority emong themſelves, pre- 
tended to have been a Sacred Perſon to 

L the Deity. of FHeliopolis. $0 Cheremon, a 
Fif-pþ, T6roxapaueress himfeif, makes Joſeph and 
a4 pn Moſes alſo: to have been Ma ines 
on.t-t-P. £4755, 11 the fame Notion as the- Jew, allo 
Mts had their Sacred Scribes. And Manetho 
ap. Foſeph. a High Prief# and Scribe, alſo had deli- 
T1, vered the the ſame concerning Moſes, that | 
1053.4.& his /Egyptian name was Oſarſyph, and that 


<4 A. he was called ſo from Oſiris. Sol read 
! A "Omnegws 
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arf4o; rather than 'Ociwws the God of 

F: Lopolis to whom he was Prieſt. "The 

geeation of - pretending this concerning 

Foes, might poflibly be his Marrying 

the Daughter - of Potipherah Prieſt of 'Oz, | 

Ewhich by the Greek Interpreters and De- A Baſes 
Wetrins, was rendred 'Haimos. Con- => <>, 

Weerning Moſes, poſſibly it was bis skill 1n 21. 

Fall the Learning ' of the Mgyptians, that (7) Philo. * 
which was (*) Sacred as well as other Fd. fn 
forts, which they might think he could Lib. .p. 
hever bave got in ſuch Perfe&ion, ifhim- 2% 7. 
Kf had not-been a Sacred Perſon. It 1s © 
0 matter how far they were miſtaken in Þ- 343+ C. 
ibelieving ſo concerning him. Their aQual ®: 
believing ſo, is ſufficient for my purpoſe, 
to make them entertain a great reverence 
for his Philoſophy, | 
\ *$.:XXXII. ACCORDINGLY there was 
about that- time a ScCt of: the Phzloſophers 

F'themſelves, that began to take notice of 
"thoſe Myſtics! Expoſitions 'of the Law, 
4nd to-produce them with reſpe& as Au- 

horities, with hanourable mention of 
Moſes under the Titles of - Legiſlator and 
| Prophet. A name not unuſual to them 

FEamong the other Orientals that were 

"Famous for Wiſdom, but particularly 

 Fufed among the Phericians and Fyypii- 

"rs, and very properly belonging- to him 
| as 


es BY 


da na 3 E .. 

L.11Ladv. as a Scribe or Prieſt. of Heliopolis: Porphyh 
Chbrijtian. ; os. s I! 
ap. Euſeb, that Inveterate Enemy of Chriitiany [h 
zccl, Hiſt. takes notice of them, as they. who had |; 
41-29 our Chriſtian Origen the way-'in his Ale 
rical Expoſations.... For ſuch he reckoſ#- 
Numenius, Cronins, Apollophanes, Long * 

2s, Moderatns, Nicomachus, Cherem f" 

and Corzutus. Thele did, not only fall; 
low the way of Alegorizing, in turninÞ}-! 
the Heathen Theogonies unto Myſtiqh/ 
Senſes, as appears in the work 'ſtill 
tant of Cornytas,, on that Subject. ThiY 1 
was not new. The Stoicks:whom bo 
Cornmtus and ' Cheremen followed, hat: 


| 
begun that long before. They alſo: foff 
| 


lowed the Alegorizing Jews, mn allowing! 
the Authority of Moſes, : in _ quoting, hi; 
by the name of 5 Tigepims only, © which F.. 
think is not aſual with any bur thoſe 4F] 
IN gorical Writers. Thus Numenins, wilf.a 
rif, © > . x 
Ceif. 1p, Whom it was very ordinary.' Thus Lohj 


' - 23+ iv. Þ» gizus in that. only work which 1s exta 


198, 199 of his, :Itze2 "74. And no; doubt it woul 
have appeared concerning.more of theaſſ 
if they had been extant., Nay thus eva 
afterwards (when the: rancours ot th. 
Philoſophers, themſelves againſt the Sc 
ptures were grown higher) Porpoyhe 
himſelf, and Chalcidirs, who is thereto 
by ſome lefs confidering Perſons —_— if 


(71) 


-,a Chriſtian , who yet pre- 


| i ol roconfure (*) his Pro, 


4 bet where he. diſſents from 
him, though he do it indeed, 
as became the time he lived in, 
when the Empire was Chriſtian, 
{With civility and great relpett. 

nd the firſt-of theſe which are 
Einentioned by Porphyry will, in 


all likelihood, be earlier than 


"Phila B blows. So will Apollo- 


Phanes, f he were the ſame who /:. 


was meant by the Cqunterfeiter 
of the Works now extant -un- 


(*) Hereckons Moſes 
among thoſe wko make 
mater to have a begin- 
ning.P.372. Edit, Me- 
urf1i,But he afterwards 
joynshimſelt with thoſe , 
who make it Eternal 


P-376. 401. 409. 419, 


&c. Beſides his ſay ing ” 


concerning Moſe s, dt; 
VINGUT ferunt, Inſpira- | 
tzone vegetatus, plainly - 
implies, that he did not 


\ believe him (6 inſpire.l * 


himſelf.but that - On- © 
ly delivered herein the c 
Senſe of others, " 


{der the name of Dionyſus. the Areopegite, 


{who 1s there made to. obſerve the 


Eclipſe 


At -our Saviours Death at Helijopolis 1n 
ch}. Zgypt 3 and, if that :otherwiſe Learned 
$ Impoſtor have but obſerved the due deco- 
if. 2wa of time. Much more, if he were the ,, 
Storck, mentioned by Atheners, but un- ipnor. vii. 
der the corrupt name of Aphanes, as con- 5: vid. Me. |, 


temporary with Eratoſthenes, and Fellow- 
| . ple with him to Ariiton Chins. 


nag. in £4- 
eres, L. Vik 


And P, 186. 


ome of his Companions in this paſſage of 

\ Porphyry were Stoicks, as Cornntus and - 
remon. So will Numenins, if it were 
itohim that Apollonins Tyanens wrote that 
Diſcourſe, whereof we have a Fragment 


: if n Stobers. 


- 


So Will alſo Cronin for the xg, 


ſame Phyiic, 


(72) | 
- ha ſame reafon, whom Porphyrins aflures 
p. 53, £0 have been t=iz&, a Friend and aft 
+. 1m Juaintance of Numenivs. So was Ani 
Perkus © #5 Cornutus certainly, and Cheremon till 
writes Sat, Stoick, contemporary with Martial und 
* "Is Domitian, who muſt yet have beer! of 
Xa.9e/,At that time, if it were his Book de Coma 

L. vii-c-5- which was mentioned by Sexeca,And he 
| [rngef Fe certainly quoted" by Zoſephrs.... 
1. p- 45- -- + $. XX XIE. BUT there was alſo anoth@P 

, occaſion about thisttme, which made tia 

 Tewiſh *Korwywiz more” taken (notice diffi 
Which, thongh'it ſeems indeed” ro hah 
proceeded front this; yet recommends 
\ it farther, tomatty who Knew nothing Ye 
'- the-favourable*eſteem the formention 
Philoſophers had for the Jewiſh Philoſopi 
it ſelf That'is, that it was about tf 
time, taken into the pretended” Phzloſo; 
of the cAegyptian Hermes. The name 
Hermes had indeed been mentioned 
many Authors 'before the 'comittg of o 
Saviour. His Pillars alfo are faidto hall} 
been conſulred by Manerho 'for compiliiR 


his Hiſtory. Bot for any Philoſophihh; 
Diſcourfcs pabliſhed nnader his name, 0A 


as the Pemander and Aſclepizs now Ot 
tant, ſuch as were many more now 10} 
but mentioned by the Artients, - I belief 
there can be no Teſtimonies ' produc 


mu 


(73) 


« Such Antienter than Philo Byblins, at leaft 


aFoot as extant in the common Greek, Cha- 


wer as well as Tongue, And yet they 


Would hardly have been . much ater, con- 


fdering that St. Juifin Martyr quotes 
them about the time of . Antoninus Pins, 


W2zzalſo his Contemporary Apulezus, if the 


Titi? Tranſlation of Aſclepius be: his, 


conſidering withal, that (1) 
Pluterch alſo mentions them, 
an Autkor undoubtedly equal, 
if not Antienter than Philo By- 
Bins 3 that (2) Ear does fo 


J who lived under Hadrian,Con- 


temporary with Philo 3 conſi- 


dering alſo that before them, 
the /Eg yptiar Heretichs,the Ba- 
;dians eſpecially, and the Ya. 
tinians, made uſe of many 


of his Notions. Now thoſe 
Hereticks are generally by the 
conſent of Artiquity, ſaid to 
have riſen about the time of 
Aidrian.But onr moſt Learned 


SB; ſhop of Cheſter * thinks them 


(1) De 11d. & Ofirid. 
Ey F Ts Eg Az9s- 
wehais BiCoi; icvetad 
Hſegavu ,S&CP.37 5b. 


(z2)He quotes & 2511019 * 
7s EBpus-F TeadCunr- 
Tw concerning the 
Marks of 4p, probably 
out. of thoſe Two anJ 
Forty My/tical Books of 
H:rm2s, Which contain- 
el the Rituals of the 
A3 yprian Priefts, men- 
tioned by Clemens 41-x- 
andrinus, unleſs pulhbly 
he did not mean a Zoot, 
but a Tradition Father- 
e4 upon #Hermes, like 
thoſe mentione * by 
Manethbo, 

* Vind. 727, 


ſuFAntienter, to whom I refer the Reader 


lome while 


JS for ſatisfation that dehires it. 


However, 


\Fthe Author from whom they borrowed 
Etheir Hereſces, ſhould in all reaſon, be 


4 


Antienter than they. And 


f om 


(74) | 
from himyjt is moſt likely that the Yale». 
tinians took their Ogdoas, and the Baj. Wi 
lidians their Magical Prattices, that 1 
may not now deſcend to a more parti- MW 
cvlar Parallel. - Nor yet can. I think, as 
the Learned Caſaybor does, that any Chr. 
ſtian (even of thoſe Hereticks) counter. Þ 
feited him. There are ſuch other marks 
in him, that the Author was indeed a 
Pamand, Fleathen, He calls the Sun the greateſt Þ 
' £3: 35" God of thoſe that are in Heaven, to whom Wl 
| all the Heavenly Gods pay reſpe#, as to 0 
- Ih«.3. 17. their King and Potentate. And he. elſe- W 
where mentions the CGod*s appearing in 
the Stars. . That he ſhould call the Sun 
God, -might indeed ſeem agreeable to the Þ 
Baſilidian Hypotheſis, who made Abraxa 
theirs. But that he ſhould allow all the ® 
Stars for Gods alſo, ſeems more than any 
Chriitian could grant. Yet even this Ex- 
preſſion the- Heleriſtical fFews did not 
ſcraple. So Philo the Jew, ſpeaking con- Þ 
cerning the Creation of the Heavens, { 
ſays, that it ought therefore to, be crea- F# 
ted firſt, and ot the pureſt part of Matter, 
Ne Mund. A;iy Oy agaray 76 % &'Armwy Tune cin® Wl 
Opit, P. Yoda: iepwrar@®, Theſe 'Agwnl O50: were [ 
5+ no doubt the Stars, However there were fiſier 

many more things extant then, in the-i 


time of Philo Bzbliur, which did _— 
ably 


S - 
- prove the Author to have been a 
Wether, Such were thoſe Books men- 
Sed by Clemens MAlexandrinus, wheres $trom. vi, 
pal the whole Order of the <Afgiptian 633. 
orſhip was particularly preſcribed, by 
mich their Idolatrous Prieſts 11 thoſe 
ime were guided. 
, XXXIV. YET though the Author 
[theſe Counterteized Works, pretending 
gthe name of Hermes were a Heather, I 
uſt withal grant,' that the great Perſon 
”.mentioned, had an occaſion for mi- 
king him for a Chriftian, from thote 
 Mequent alluſions to the Old Teſtament 
iptures, which he had obſerved in him, 
it I have already ſhewn another way 
ow theſe Alaſro#s, not expreſs Quotati- 
, might have becn uſed by a Heather 
that. Age. That is, 'that the Coun- 
rfeiter of them, might have been one 
that SeQt of Philoſophers, who had, as 
is been ſhewn, taken in the Jewiſh Phi- 
Wopby into theirs, from the Writings of 
#1lo and ſuch others as had recommend- 
r, F#it to them, by their Myſtzca! Expo/r- 
wes of it. Accordingly, their Quotati- 
bs of the Scriptures themſclves, are ge- 
< ſſſerally at the Second hard, as they found 
{em already produced by ſuch Writers 


| they dealt with, not mentioning, or 
_ but 


; + C58 © 
but very rarely, either Book or- Author, 
asin all likelyhood they would, if they by 
had taken'them immediately from the 
Originals. And this Party was morelike- 
ly to propagate among the Fgyption 
Cfuch as theſe undoubtedly :were whoa 
Forged the Works of Hermes) becauſe 
the Alexandrian Jews were moſt Famoug 
both for Nambers and Learning, above 
any of their Nation in any other Colony ; 
hadg gpolcirndes of their Philoſophical 
Eſfexter, and a flouriſhing Temple among 
them to the days of Veſpaſran 5 and did, 
no doubt, ſuit their Notions as near, as 
Truth would give them leave, to the 
received DoQtrines of the AFgyprians, which 
were very plauſible recommendations to 
them. And when it had thus got intoff® 
the Hermetical Philoſophy, by this means}f& 
it was unawaresinſinuated into thoſe who 
were moſt averſe either to the Jew ori 
the Chriitian Religion, who yet had af 
great Veneration for the Philoſophy, as 
was pretended, of the Antient and Deifi-Y, 
ed Hermes, Longinus was once of them, 
who yet wrote againſt the Chriſtians. 
Ap. Euſeb. And Porphyry another, who yet was one 
»-Er-XY- of the greateſt Adverſaries, perhaps, that| 
b> the Chriſtians ever had. And this was 
the more likely ro prevail among as {| 
wanen Fr; 


x (77 ) 
hen Mofes himſelf was tAken for one of 
heir own Prieſts, and that of Heliopolis, 
Te thoſe very Pjlars are pretended 
d have been, from whence the Dofrine 
jo Mercury was pretended to have been 
ollcCted, the cuſtody of which muſt, by 
ir Cuſtoms, been properly his Province 
a Prieif, So that on this account, they 
ht preſiime his DoArine to have been 
he ſame with that of Merriry, But how 
ny h more might they preſumeir, if they 
wk his Perlon to have been the fame 
lo? And ſome of them were of that 
Ipinion, if we may belizve frtaparns. 
h s. I take to be a. more likely -account, 4tap. ap- 
& Scripture Notions got among the Phi. ag _ 
pber:, than the common miſtaken 
Wage concerning _ Anmonins and the 
gs dah, 1 am ſure it agrees much 
etter both with Fſtorical Truth and Ex- 
iments that the other, however 1t has 
ad the Fortune to take among Learged 


N * 
C. XXXV, To return therefore to Philo 

j Ip this I take to be the moſt likely 
ten of his forging the whole Riſtory cf 
Wherended anchoniathon, He was, 

p doubt, as a Phenician, zealouily con- 
grned for the honour of his” Country. 
Wy his cancernment for: his own City 


& (78. ). 
& *E= 7:12:55 Byblos appears, in that. he. makes his f1Qi- 
* *K£7> tious Author pretend that it was the Firſt 
l Fa City in Phenicia. Had it been fo, it is 
-: - ſtrange, it (ſhould never have been men- 
\ ainiors, o HOned 1N the Scriptures before the times 
-e:4% Of the Prophets, where notwithſtanding 
mia #ri- fo many other Pherician Cities. are fo 
673 frequently mentioned. The »523 in Jo- 
@0!y 4x75 ſaa (ems. to be rather from Gabala a City 
ge) : of Phenicia,diftint trom Byblios,in PtolomyW 
I Pr. :v.1. and Gamala in Plity. This very thing ul 
10.P, 37. a ſhrewd ſuſpicion that Sarchoniathon 


& a" was toſay nothing but what Philo Bybliu 


'' Stephane, would hive him, that though we haveſſ 
Nat. Hit, ſeen him fo full of a partial de/7gz: for. the 


, 20, EO 
#r ** Honour of his Country 3 and though we 


have ſeen him_ guilty of fo many 7zſtances iſ 
of notorious d:f/geruity-in that regard 3 
and though this pretence concerning By-ſ.” 
blos, appears, from the Seripture-de-W 
ſcription of Phenicia, to have been as 
grouncleſs a fiion as any he had been 
guilty of: Yer he ſhould yield to the In-N.. 
tereſt of Philo, and make his Byblos af; 
more Antient- City even than his ownlſfſp 
beloved Berztys, when he might with asf 
much ground have preferred his own City 
betoreit. The name of Berytus does cer. 
tainly better reſemble a Phenician Orig 
pal chap that of Zpblar © Foie thercior 
: engl” 


(79) 


zing thus concerned 3 and being, by his 
0 neernment, prompted to ſay many things 
oth new and falſe, and which could not 
& made appear from any Monuments 
$yct produced 3 thought himſelf there- 
ore obliged to pretend ſome new means 
| F Information for his pretended Sarcho- 
wathor, 1a ſuch matters as he was to de- 
yer without any known Authority of 
#art Authors. And becauſe he knew 
he- Tyrian Records: and Ifcriptions had 
en ſearched and publiſhed before 3 he 
erefore makes his Sanchoniathoy to en- 'rx F v3 
quire alſo into the Records and Inſcriptions mv v- 
if the other particular Cities. This fegms to 72wnnme: 
we been his Artific2 to reccommend 7” LS 
phat he had to lay in favour of his own Ok 
City, in oppoſition to the other Cities of Pr. Ev. 1.9 
Fhericia, or 1n favour of his Country , *3* 
In oppoſition ro ſuch Countries as had 
db got Authority of 'their own Records to 
ſe againſt him. 
A XXXVI. BUT theſe were not the 
bmly Adverſarics againſt whom his Ambi- 
{on had engaged him in this Work, He 
ems alfo in this very Work to have had a 
particular defign upon the Jews. One 
'Eybole Book of this work ſeems to have 
ated to them in particular. For that 
ſry ſame paſſage concerning Abrahar's 
F 4 __ Sacrt- 


Pr. Er. 1 Sacrificing Jſagc, which Enſebius relates 
ps.” ©” from the work of Philo Tee: *1s9%or that 


( 8) 


* Pr. Ev.iv. he produces elſewhere from the Firſt 
_ be Book of his Pheniciaz Hiſtory. By this 


it ſhould ſeera, both that the proper Title of 


(*) Thus it appears from 
- the abrupt beginnings of ma- 
' ny of 3 Phily's Works, that 
they were deſigned to conti- 
* nue others,though of different 


+ -Titles. So St. Lukes Tip@T©& 


Aiy& was his Gopel, hi ZPorks in 


Second is Tieg&es 7 'Amo- 
ey, written, no doubt at 
> the ſame time, and intended 
* tocontinue the ſame Hiſtory 

* where his Goſpel left it. So 
Foſephrs after hig Anggquities, 
immediately fubjoyned his 
Life {as has already been 
obſerved by. the moſt Learn- 
ed Dr. Jſaac Yoſhi) and af- 
rer his Life his Books againſt 
Appion, yet ſo as that his Life 
and his'T wo Books againft Ap. 
pion kept theirdiftinQ Titles, 
- none ever mentioning any 
more than Twenty Books of 
his Amuriquities, excepting 
Caſiodore, who reckons Two 
and Twenty, Div. Lett, c.17. 
No doubt the Two odd Books 
were thoſe againlt Appron, So' 
that it ſeems his ZLife,though 
added as an Appendix to his 
Twentieth Book, yet'did not 
encreaſe the Number,So The- 
| epEi/us Aptiochenus's Third 


the Firi# Book -was con- 
cerning the Jews (as many 
(*) Inſtances might have 
been given of ſuch proper 
Titles of Parts of larger 
thoſe times) and 
that this Book diſtin& trom 
Philo's Preface,was reckon- 
ed as the Firſt Book, which 
would again confirm what 
] ſaid before to reconcile 
Exſebius, who reckons Nine 
Books of this Phoenician Hi- 
ſtory with Porphyry, who 
reckons only Eight, that 
this Firſt Book was taken 
mto the Number of the 
whole Work by Enſebins , 
but left out by Porphyry, 
becauſe it had a diſtin Ti- 
tle by it ſelf. Unleſs poii- 
bly the ſame paſſage in the 
Firſt Book of the Phoenici- 
an Hiſtory, were quoted 
by Philo in that other wark 


of 


A es EE. 
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tes of his concerning the Jews, 


jat Þ for | confeſs there is ſome 
rf Edifficulty'in making them 
11s @ the ſame. However, for the 
of | preſent, ſuppoſing that he 


deſigned one Book princi- 
1y | pally to give an acount of 
few Affairs; and that he 

ad withal,a farther deſign 

ey of arrogating the principal 
d Þ& ornaments of their Nation 
m & to his own (oft which his 
1- & other Work is alone ſuffict- 
h FE ent to render him ſuſpict- 
it | ous, though he had no par- 
e © ticular Book of this that 
e Þ bore ſich a Title) and that 
- be knew that an account 
o | from Phenician Records 
t | here, would not be taken 
n | for ſufficient to confront 
e | their own ſo much better, 
and more Anthentick Telſti- 
+ monies concerning them- 
+ 1elves, eſpecially when con- 
firmed with ſuch a concur. 
-rence of Teſtimonies of 0- 
- ther Nations, Phericians as 
well as others, as be had 
- ſeen produced by Joſeph : 


. 


| 


Book 44 Autelyc, was not © 
Antiently called the Third 
Book as it is now, but by a 
proper Title, Liber de Tempo- »' 
ribus ad Autolyc, as appears 
from Latanins, Div, Inf, 1: 
23. and it plainly begins with 
a new addreſs, as if deſigning 
a new Argument, $o Cle- 
mens Alexandrinns's Protrep- 
tick, Padagogus'and Strama-. 
:£1; arry on the ſame deſign. | 
So Euſcbius's Book De Marty- 
ribus Paleſtine plainly con- ©: 
nes with the end of the 
E ighth Book of his E:cleftaft i- 
cal Hiſtory, yet ſo as not to 
diſturb the account of his 
Ten Books of that whole work. *' 
So the ſame Eulebius's Three 
Books againſt Marcellus An- = 
eyranus, and Two De Ec- 
cleſfiaſtica Theologia belong . 
plainly to the ſame work, 
So the Seven Brooks of Latin . 
tius of Divine Inſlitution:, | 
have every one of them di- : 


ftin&@ Tiles.But the inftance 


of the Books of Lucifer Calz- 
ritanus is moſt remarkable. - 
They were all deſigned as : 
parts of the ſame work, writ- 
ten continuedly, and intend- * * 
ed to be preſented at the * 
ſame time to the Emperour 
Conſtantius, Yet nocontinu- * 
ation of any one number of _ 
Books, or. Titl:, There are 
Two in defence of Arhanafi- |. 
u5,0ne De Regibus Apoſtatices, 
arother De non conventendo 
cum Hareticu,another De non 


There- 


” Parcen'o in Deum delinquenti- 
* bus,and laſtly one De eo qued 

moriendum fit pro Dei-filio, 1 
{ have been the more particu- 
> lar in theſe inſtances, becauſe 
a3 the Obſervations are uſe- 
- ful, fo Thave not found them 

commonly taken notice of, 


Afﬀeairs. 


11s. 


\ 


_ any 
nies, yet produced concerning Jewiſþ 


( 82) 

Therefore it may be, he 
thought it fit his Sanchoni. 
athon ſhould liven the time 
of Abibalus the Father of 
that Hiram, whoſe time 
was the. higheſt Period of 
Phenician Teſtimo- 


C. XXXVII, THIS time he*makes either WF; 
equal,--or a little before the Deſtruction of |}# 
Troy, when he makes his Author equal to 
Semiramis, who was, as he tells us, either 
equal, or a little before that Jar. 
yet js not ſo to ke. underſtood, as if he 
had fixed this time by the Age of Semira- 
No, he would have his Abibalus 
equal with. her, whoſe /Husband Nzzus 
was taken,as I ſaid, for the utmoſt Period 
of Heathen Hiſtory. But the fixation of - 
this time, was from the time of Abjbales, 
and that Abibalys no other than the Fa- 
ther of Hiraw. His time indeed, accor- 
ding tothe account that had already been 
given from the Tyria» Records by | Me- 
nander Epheſius, will agree with what is 
faid concerning the War of Troy. For 
from the Tweltth of Hiram, concurrent 
with the Fourth of Solo#ro» wherein the 
Temple was begun, to the building of 


Which 


Carthage 


( 23 ) 


by Joſephus from -Menander, If 
Bias Dido received Aneas 
coming from Troy, as Firgiland 
his Authors will have it (as un- 
doubtedly ſo exact a Man as 
he had Authors for what he ſaid, 
F and there is nothjng ſo certain- 
h agreed among Authors con- 


*Carthage or Rome to contradict 
It) Sanchoniathon muſt then 
have been ſo much and more 
(as contemporary, not with 
'v ram, but Abibalus) before the 
War of Troy, as Porphyry him- 
F&f does exprefly place him. 


Carthage by Dido are reckoned One Hun- 
dred forty three years and Eight Months, 


Ferning the building either of 


Which there would yet have been more 

pretence for with them who had followed 

the account. of Zppiarn, who makes the ve- 41pian. 
Ty building of Carthage to: have been Fifty ®onic.nit, 
years Elder than the Deſtruction of Troy. 

\ I doubt not but it wasa great miſtake, but 

Tam only concerned to ſhew what ac- 

count, right or wrong, they might have 
followed who made him Elder than the 
War of Troy. But if this ſame number of 

- One hundred forty*three years and Eight 

\ Months was the diſtance between the War 


Foſeph. c. Appion. L. 1, 
P. 1042, B, 1043, F. & 
apud Euſ. Pr.Ev. X.13. 
From whom Theephitus 
Antiochenus's account - 
of that. ſame Number 
from the ſame Authos : 
rity is to be corrected 
L. it, a4 Autolyg. Cxliit. 
for cxxxiv. And Lan@tan- 
714» who uſually follow- 
ed Thaophilus in his 
Cyronology has cxl.neg- 
lecting the ſmaller 
number, Div, Infl .iv.s. 


Or So T&Twy yoauver 
% Teo F Tewikey mT - 
Ts Neg vov. Porph.ap. 
Eſ.Pc.Ev.l.9.Þ-31.D.-; 


of 


a " 
o 
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Chron. L. of Troy and the building of Carthage, as 
i, Nm Enſebizs does conceive 3 then it will fol. 

ujeb. | , 

-971. low that hewasg about the time of that 
War. And to this exa&@ly agrees the ac- 
*"Menandey Count of the ſame Merander and Letus, 
& Lews. (the Publiſher and Tranſlator of Mocha, 
- Ba Hypficrates .and Theodotus) who make 
- Strom. 1. A4erelans put in at Phenicia in his return 
' P-32%. | from Troy in the time of Hiram. This 
I take to be the true account of this doubt- 
ful dif-junQtion concerning this time, be- 

cauſe it is ſo very agreeable with the then - 
extant Pheniciax Authors. As for the 
making Sarchoniathon equal with Semira- 
mis, as it was indeed done very unskil- 
fully 3 ſo it ſeems (as I ſaid ) to have been 
with a deſign-to put him beyond all poſh- 
bulity of conviction by different Authors, 
making him hereby ſo far, ſuperior in time 
to any Records that might pretend: to ri- 
val him, as that he muſt have been equal 
to the utmoſt Period of time, that they 
pretended with. any confidence to give 

any account of. 

$. XXXVIII. AND tmving placed him 
. thus high, hewas in courſe obliged to de- 
rive his Means of Information yet higher. 
But being to give an account of Jewiſh 

Affairs, upon the Credit (as I ſaid) of 
Jewiſh Teſtimonies, yet very yn 
om 
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from thoſe which were owned and re- 


was therefore obliged to bethink himſelf 
of ſome ZFewiſh Name to Father his Re- 
cords upon, of whoſe Writings the Jews 
themſelves had never heard. And the 
reaſons, why he wasto make him a Preef?, 
might be of two ſorts : That he might 
hereby recommend his Authors Credit, 


becauſe thoſe moſt Antient. accounts of 


things were generally, as we have ſeen,de- 


F rived from Sacred Inſcriptions m 7emples 
pretended alſo to have been written either. - 


in Hreroglyphicks, or Sacred Chara@ers, 
to which as the Prieſts were ſuppoſed to 


have the eaſieſt acceſs, ſo they were alſo, 


by thoſe Myſtical InſtruFions which they 
were obliged to know as Prieſts, beſt 
qualified for underſtanding them : And , 
that he might alſo give an account why 
ſuch #heard-of Writings might have been 
ſo long concealed from Yulgar knowledge, 
becauſe: being Sacred, and written by a 
Sacred Perſon, they might have been kept 
within the Adyts, only amongſt the Prieſts, 


which might alſo give an account how 
they might afterwards miſcarry, before 


the pretended Sarchoniathon was to ap- 
pear to quote them, though they mighe 


have been ſuppoſed really extant when 


he 


ecived among the Zews themſelves 3; he— 
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he was to ColeF his Obſervations from 
them. Acccrdingly, whoever of the 
Philoſophers; made it his buſineſs to en- 
quire into the Monuments of any place, 


whether H:ſtorical, or Philoſophical, made 


his addrefſes to the Prieſts of the place, 

' whole Antiquities he was deſirous to 
F Rs learn.. So: Pythagoras in Phenicia to the 
rhacor. © Prophets, the Poſterity of Mochus, in Xeypt 
Porpbyr. to the Heljopolitane , Memphitane and 
haz. Pi. Ofoſpolitane Prieſts, particularly to Ocnn- 
. tarch, So- phis or Pſenuphis, and perhaps Sorchis 
*"q de Solon and Lycurgas, but particularly S- 
ofirid, lon, tothe ſame Priefls now mentioned z 
Clem. 41. Endoxns to Chonnphis, and Plato to Sech- 
| gp is. And for Plato, on occaſion of 
F his Story of the Ifland Atlantis, and the 
Exploits of his own Country-men | the 
Athenians againſt them, for which he was 
beholden, not to any Athenian Monu. 

ments, bat only to thoſe pretended to by 

the Agyptian Saitane Priefis : So he 
thought himſelf concerned, as well as he 

could, to defend their Credze, and' to do 

In Tim, it by theſe degrees. Firſt, though this 
, Taite was only a matter of Secular Hiſtory, yet 
for the berter recommendation of it, he 
refers, not to Secular, but Sacred Records. 
Next he aſſigns theſe Sacred Writings, as 
was undoubtedly moſt 'proper, to the 
| cuſtody 
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coſtody of the PrieFs. Then he infigu- 
ates a Recommendation of the Credit of 
their Prieſts, beyond any of other places 
that might be oppoſed to them, from the 
particular conveniences they enjoyed, 
above others, for addifting themſelves 
wholly to the employment of their own 
Profetiion, and thew nanmixedneſs with 
the Prophane Vulgar. Accordingly they 
who, before Sanchoniathor, pretended to 
Publiſh their own Records, were pene- 


rally Prieſts. So was Beroſus and Mane- Ap. Euſcb. 


tho, and Cheremon. And Manethb aflumes 
the Title in the very Dedication» of his 
Work, as ifit were purpoſely to add the 
-greater credit to his performance. And 
though the Jews pretended to no ſuch 
Sacred Pillars or Inſcriptions nor ever 
kept their Sacred Books ſo reſerved from 
#he Vulgar, either in Sacred unknown 
Cherafters, or by laying them up jn the 
Hdyta 3, - yet becauſe it was faſhionable, 
they alſo inliſted on the ſame way of de- 
fending their own Records againſt the 
Hearhens who. contradicted them. So 


oſephns alſo reaſons. He alſo derives his cone. 45: 
formation from the Sacred Records of his pi. a 
own Nation. He makes the preſerving © *©3** 


theſe Records the peculiar Province -of 
their Przeſss, He infilts on the ſame Qu4- 
lifications 


—, ' 


(88) 


m4 


lifications of their Prieſts, which Plato had fl 


uſed before him, their Separation from 
Secular Employments, and their. anmix- 
edneſs with Vulgar Afﬀnities. And as of- 
ten as he has occaſion to vindicate his own 
Credit, either againſt Juitus Tiberienſi, 
or the then Gertile Authors who had given 
other accounts of the fFewifs War, than he 
had done, though this were not a Subject 
wherein he could pretend any Sacred Re. 
cords, yet (till he inſiſts on this. Topick of 
his being a Prieſt for Vindicating his own 
 Antiq.xvls Hiſtorical Credit againſt ther. So that 
_ 11-P-5%from hence 'the Learned* Bochere might 
 Appion. L. have ſeen a very ufeful reaſon why Saz- 
|, 20103h. choniathon, when he makes his Hierom- 
; baal not only a Few, but a Prieſt, ſhould 
alſo underſtand the name 'Prieſt in the 

Sacred and Popular fignification. - 
$. XXXIX. AND having thus made him 
a Jewand a Prie#, it followed farther, 
that he was to be made a Prief# of the God 
of the Fews. But Jao (which is the ſame 
name with Jevo, and is read for it in this 
15:odore. ame paſſage of Porphyry concerning Sar- 
Therap-ii- chontathon, as we have it in- Theodoret) 
is the name by which the God of the Fews 
was known among' the Heathers, even 
Biblio: before the time of Philo Biblyus. Diodo- 


| thec.Lii, .rus Siculyus in the time of Avguſ#s, had 


exprelly 
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Soreſly made Jas to be the God from 
whom Moſes, as .he would have it be- 


"© lieved , pretended to. have received his 
I-Y Laws. And it way alfo- hence. be con- 


Ur jQured why, he pitched on Gideon ra- 
'F ther than any other. on whom he was to 


0 Father | his Forgeries. .He defignedly 


i B chooſes to call him by his ' Sir-rame* of 
Hierombaal, rather than his Original name 
e- 7 Gideo, poſſibly becauſe ic was the 


Faſhion, as on other occaſions, ſo on. the 


nl F undertaking the Office of a Prieſt, for 


I  Peteſeph in Cheremonz, Moſes 
that of ©ſar/ph in Manetho 
Tinto in Cheremor, Joachim, 

at eſpecially Melchi with the 
Mſte in Clemens Alexandri- 
mus, And this might alſo have 


4 {| #ezzar changed- the names of 
) Daniel and the Three Childrer 
when he had given them up to 


been the reaſon whyNebuchad- | 


thoſe Orientals, to change their names, as 

ne Ceremony of their Conſecratiom Thus 
- TD whom they made a T:epyraupertdc, 
” | had the. c/Zoyptien: name given him. of 
Pſonthom-phanech in the Scripture ,_ but 


Ch.ertmon ap. Foſeph. & 
Aopion, Ls 1. P. 1057.B, 


Oſarſiph ap. Maneth, Fol. 
C.* Appin, Ls 1. Þ. 1954. A 
Tifirhen ap. Chaeremon, 


Foſep3 ibs P. 1057. B. 


Faach'm and Melchti after 
his Aſſumption into 
Heaven. Clem. Alexandy; 
Strom, 1, Þ. 343. C. 


1 F the . Inſtitution of the Chaldears who 
1 were reputed Sacred among them. | And 

upon this account, as | ſaid, he might the 
SE rathe? 


aÞ, E1/, Pr, EY. IX, 
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_ rather make a Prieſ# of Gideon, becauſe 
there is none of the Judges but he that 
has any more than one name given him 
in the Scripture. But infiſting on his Au- 
thority as a Prief#, he might think it more 
convenient to call him by his Myſtical 
Name, rather than. by that by which he 
was .commonly known. Beſides, who 
knows but he might purpoſely pitch upon 
the name 'Teufzcr that the very name 


might. ſeem to the Greeks (for whom I 


he deſigned his pretended Tranſlation) 
to imply his being a 't4«0:; > There are in- 
numerable Examples of the like abſurd 
Etymologies of Words of other Tongues, 
efpecially among Myſtical Writers of all 
ſorts, both Jews and Gentiles, from Greek 
Originals, which yet generally prevailed. 
How much more eafie was it for him to 
impoſe on them in a Tongue ſo little un- 
derſtood by them as the Hebrew or Px 


nick > They themſelves took a Liberty of | 


doing it, when they had a mind to prove 


their own Fi&ions from ſuch Tgnorant | 

Etymologies. Thus Lyſ#machs || + 
_ Zoſmact, ap. FopP. proved that the Jews had built 
8K 1058. ” of jp tad their City Hiernuſalem, with 
derives Hieroſolyms qua- theSacrilegions ſpoils of all other 
11 ieggy Zownr?, Temples and Altars they met 
with in their way from the 
Etymo- 
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& |» Eeymology of Hieroſolyma quaſi itejnoe.. 
it Who knows alſo but he might himſelf 
n F \pather a thing he was ſo willing ſhould 


- | prove; true. from the very Hebrew name 
© | bf Gideon? It may be he might think it 5 
"to have ſome affinity with the 12yV ren. Vid-$:14:n 
+dred - by.. the UXXII., #1494} and man EW 
"2x47, which none can doubt to haye been x. c. 2:& - 
"proper to. the Syperſtitiont | Prieſt. hoods of xt 
[thoſe times, of which kind it is moſt like- 
=ly this Heathen would make that of Gi- 
deons. As for the Letter G, where it 
ſtands for | y, there' it is frequently neg- 
Ie&ed,, and even where it ſtands for 3, 
28 it does here, yet it 1s eaſily changed for 
another Letter of the ſame Orgar, as? is. 
"But, if; we muſt needs take in the 3, yet 
'he might poſhbly colle& the fame from 
p41 the root of 11973. It it fignifie to 
'deſtroy, we know the Sacrifites were: Sym- 
'bols of deſtruction, either as acknowledg- 
td due for paſt crime*, or as imprecated 
I 'in caſe of any new violation of Faith for 
i I the future, as 'in thoſe which were uſed 
# [in the making of Coverants, Accordingly 5t, acewh; © 
It the word Pynueiv Is ufed for deſtru@Fion. XXIV« 51. 
b I no doubt in alluſion. ro the '43%wz which 
Tf were cut into two pietes for the Covenarters 
Ti to paſs through. But if it {ignifie to di- 
"vide, that is yet moſt properly the Prieſts 
| G 2 _ Office; 
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Office, whence the Notion of 34%, + 
a9, 10 the Apoſtle, applyed to Sacrifices 
Gen. iv..-7. in the LXXII. Whether by 
dividing we underſtand the diyiding the 
whole for the Parties to paſs through, 
or the dividing the back (whence the 
Notion of eyaowire in the Apoſtle) 
to look into the Entrails, or the dividing 


the Fat to Gods patt to be burnt, not re-. 


ſerving it to themſelves, of which the 
famons Story of Prometheus among the 


Heathens, which is ſuppoſed moſt pro- 


perly to belong tothe Caſe of Cars. 

$ XL. It was alſofurther uſual in thoſe 
Precedents, whom our pretended Author 
ſeems to emulate in Forging this work, 
to begin their Antiquities with a Philoſo- 
phical Kogueywia. So had Moſes, whoſe 
Tranſtation by the LXXII. very probably 
firſt ſer the reſt npon it. So had Beroſas, 
as appears by What we have from Mexan- 
der Polzhistor out of his Firſt Book. So 
Manetho's 1n his . Book Sothis,' the ſame it 
ſhonld ſeem with his iz Bi4aG;, in which 
was contained his Theologia, another name 
of the Myſtical 2ccounts of thoſe Firſt Or:- 
ginals, and it may be the ſame with the 
$0204093 Mentioned by Suides, and ſeems 
to have been alſo the beginning of his 
Hiſtowy. Thus -therefore Philo allo 
thought 
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; gpovght It convenient to begin his Sax- 
honiathon with a Philoſophical, but My- 
tical account of the beginning of the 
\ World. And here alſo the Agyptiar 
Notions had generally obtained. 1-have 

Beroſur and the Phenicians 
have alſo 


"IS : 2 


% 


thewn how 


<t- 


'fhewn how the Dodrine even of Mofes 
came to be taken into them. Biitit ſeems 


, 
| cameto pretend to them. I 
X 


;to have been the cuſtom of the /Egypti- 
ns, to father all their Arts and  Monu- 
ments, and Sacred Conſtitutions on Her- 


mes, Thence ſo many thouſand Books Ne My: 


| aſcribed to him in Jamblichns. 


A1ypr. & 


= 


Nor was Chald. 


it only taken up by them. It was uſual 


'1n thoſe times to father the Monuments of 


2 Set on the firſt Author of it. 


Thus the 


Golden FYerſes, and other works among 
the Pyrhagoreans aſcribed to Pythagoras, 


who yet is{aid to have written 
(*) nothing, and that with 


a deſign that his Diſciples - 


might not read, but live ac- 
cording to his Injundtions. 

Thus Plato's Diſcourſes father- 
ed on Socrates who yet dif: 
owned (* his being the Au- 
thor of many things there at- 

'tnibuted to him. Thus (*) Zo- 
Paſtres's works kept ſecret a- 
G 3 mong 


* Foſ-ph. c. Appion. L.1. : 
1045. E. Lucian G2 lai, 
in ſalut.S, Zieronym. adv. 
Rufin. Plutarch. de Forte 
Al:xand, L.1. P-32%. A. 
Porphyr, vit. DPythag. P. 
208, Claudian. Mam. de 
Stat. Anim. L. 11, Cc. 3. 
(*) Zaert, L.111.Platonj 
P. 78. B, The lame Athe- 
neus ſays concerning 
Gorgias and Phadon De- 
ipnof, L.xi. C15. Þ. $05. * 
2. 507. B, (*) Clem; Al, 
SCC. Is Þ. 2C4.,D, 
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mong the Diſciples of -Prodicus,- a ſhrewd 
ſuſpicion of their being Forged by them. 
And this modiſh way of thoſe times was, 
in alllikehhood, the occaſion of : fo many 
Suppolititious Works Forged by the Primi- 

tive Hereticks under the name of the Apo- 
(*) Eupo- files.So allo (*) Eroch being owned by the 
_ %. Babyloniahs tor the Author of Judicial A- 
Ev, L.ix. ſtrology, and other Arts and Sciences, being 
| pretended to have been revealed to his 
Son Mathrſzlih by an Angel, was in all 
likelihood the occaſion of Forging the 
Prophecy of Ezoch, and thoſe Diſcoveries 
II ap. pretended in it by the *£ye42920., though it 
Hrotaray alſo appears that the Books of , Merry 
Lattam. favqured the ſame accounts of the fall of 
ob _ thoſe Angels, becauſe the Babylonians and || 
19 © eAfgyptians both pretended to the ſame || f 
Traditions at Heliopolis. But 1n no fort UN 
; of Writing was this more frequent .than (| Þ 
—_ in their (1) Dialogues, which was the 
ned by Form generally obſerved - in theſe pre- | » 
; Cicero Ep. tended Works-of Mercury. And-I'can- | C 
Ine Qu. not tell, but theſe ſame Traditions of | t! 
Academ. the Heliopolitaves were ſo” far counte- || S. 
& #acr0- nanced by the Jews therſc]ves,. as their 
I 1.c. z. own Revealed Religion . would give 
; Jeave. The account of Moſes's Expc- 
dition into /Ethiopza, and ſeveral othgr 
things much for his advantage, was _ 
| | y 
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y Artepanxs from the Heliopo- 


ares, and greedily followed 
by felephor, which ſhews no ill 
underſtanding among them. '$0 
alſo does the Jews chooſing 
that place above all others, to 


build their Egyptian Temple 


of Oxias, 1 mean at the Helio- 


Artapan.apyd Euſeb.Pr. 
EY. IX, 27. P- 432- D. 
Foſeph.. Aut. li. 5. 


Foſeph. Ant. xii. 15+ 
Xiii. 6. XX. $> Bell. Jud. 
Vil. 30. 


/ 


jolitane Leontopolis in contradiſtinQtion 
to Leoxtopolis, that was the head of a di- 
ſtin& ru3;, Nor is there any heed to be 
taken of the Rabbins who placeit in Alex- 


ardria, though I believe, by Alexandria vid.setd:n 


they mean the whole /Egyprizn Colony 
of "Jews, in oppoſition to- their Colonies 


in other Countries. 


de Succeſ. 
in Pontif. 
Heb. L. iis. 
C.  $+ 


XLI. THIS Egyptian Philoſopher. there- 
fore, being that which was ingredient in 
moſt of the received Keopoyric, at leaſt 
being pretended and conceived to be fa, 
how different ſoever the accounts were, 
which were pretended \from that ſame 
Original 3 therefore Philo Byblizs, alfo 
thought it fit to take it into his pretended 
Sanchoniathon. And becauſe he had found 
it Fathered on Authors who - ſo little 


agreed concernin 


the Particulars of it; 


Where it was to - had, and | who: muſt 
therefore ſome of them be certainly miſta- 
ken; it was therefore neceſſary to pre- 
tend 
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tend to ſome very certain zreans of Infor. 
mation. Atcordihgly ws Sretendrn, le 
the Writings, not the Pillars of. Tarn; Np 
.or Mercury. Which, by the way, makes i: 
it ſuſpicious that he took his Informations 
from the Books as Publiſhed from the He- 
Liopolitane Pillars, ſeeing he does not him- 
ſelf, ſo muctras' pretend to the Original 
Pillars themſelves ; 'and -yet to ſecure his 
Credit frombeing only at the: Second hand, 
he pretends that Merry cauſed them to Nv 
be written Originally, not in Pillars, but 
1nBooks. But becauſe ſo many before 
-bim-who -had pretended ty thoſe ſame 
Writings, had yet miſtaken in Trterpret- 
ing them ; he therefore contrives- a likely 
account how they might haye a likely/oc- 
<afion of ſtich 'miſtakes, and yet himſelf I. 
be free from the-Suſpicion of the like Er- 
rors, He pretends' therefore that the firſt 
Writings off Mercury, had extricated the 
Philoſophical accounts of the firſt Origi- 
als of things, from the Mythological Atts 
of concealment, wherein Antiquity had 
involved them; - and that it was ſome 
while after, but yet before any communi- 
.cation - with-the Greeks, that the . Prieſts 

- had"agam involved them. Which yet be- 
"11g! done before: Orphens's time, by whoſe 
-tneansthey came to the Greeks, was a plain 
FO by ps © SLETIREED TIE occiſion 
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2r- E pccaſion bow the Greek Writers, who fol- 


to | Jowed thoſe latter acconnts darkened pur- 

ns; | polely by the Prieſts, might be miſtaken. 

res | Becauſe they had nothing to inform them 

t. theſe delignedly obſcure Alegorier, 

{. | which were both capable of many ſenſes 

- {| jn themſelyes 3 and if any certain ſenſe 

al Þ had been preſerved, yet it had not been 

is | eaſily diſcoverable by the Greeks without 

d, Þ the Prieſts, who, as I faid,, were not for- 

to | ward to communicate any thing of that 

ut Þ patureto Strangers. 

re $. XLIIL. AND by the ſame means he 

ie | had alſo. provided an account how the 

F- {Egyptians themſelves might be miſtaken 

y | concerning their own Phileſophy. © For 

-- | thoſe Prieſts, who firſt involved them, 

If J. are ſaid to have delivered them 'down 

-- | tbus obſcured, both bo their own _> as. Taſchs 
elſors, x, mis *m.0u%Tu15, that 1s, to [uch « -— 

[- bo initiated in their Myſteries, N Cl 

- | lieve Vigerus has rightly rendred it. It 

s | ſeems then, that they muſt nat have been 

d {' ſuppoſed to have cleared them, even to 

e | ſuch as were initiated, which ſure. they 

- | would have done, if themſclves had pre- 

S | ſerved any certajn Tradition concerning 

- | them. . Accordingly they are ſuppoſed to 

> | have continued under this obſcurity, till 

|} (after many Generations from Taautrs) 1b.p.40.B4 

' Surmn- 
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 Surmubelus and Thuro are ſaid to have flpO 
again unriddled them. So 1 underſtand 

thoſe words of Philo Byblins 3 dM 


imowes As 7 Ocoroier ipdmroxy. For this 


feems to have been the Notion of that 


Sacred ' term #$@743;, as it is uſed in the 
counterfeit Writings of Mercury (whom 


this ' Author follows) and the Pen-men 


of . the” New-Teflament, and other ſuch fil 


Writersof that Age, for the Revelation of 
Myſteries, 1 ſappoſe from that Literal 
I4Hge and von5u%s, and withdrawing of 
the V4il before the Shrine of the Image by 
the "Trexpdrngs, which were in the ordina 
courſe of Iritiation to be uſed to thoſe 
| who were bfought into the dark Adjyre, 
and initiated in the higher ſort of Initia- 
tion called 'Emor1c/e, Theſe therefore 1 
ſuſpeF to have been prerended for the 
Authors of - the 'Amzpupe *Apurricr yeduuann, 
to' which this Aathor pretended, as has 
already been obſerved. Wherein if I be 
not miſtaken, 1t will than be further ſul- 
picious, that theſe Authors themſelves did 
not fo difcover them as to make them com- 
mon to the prophane Yzlgar, but only ſo 
as to retrieve the Traditions of the Prizfts, 
which had probably, by that time, quite 
miſcarrjed, after they had been ſo long re- 
ſerved in their Breaſts, and intruſted only 
to 
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4 ('99') 
jOral-Tradition. | For, if theſe diſcove- 
& had been deſigned for the Pulgar, the 
Mr; ings Which contained them, would . 
t have been ſtyled *Amz;upe, (the pro- 
rr term for Myſtical Writings) nor con- 
ied | to the "a.m, and by that means 
re Idred inacceſſible to uninitiated Perſons, 
they are ſuppoſed to have been. Be- 
lges that, by the preſent extant Epiſtle of 
amor, it appears that the Ammonians 
oſt not have been for divulging their 
Yl | hferies. - 
+ $. XL. AND in giving this account 
dw all that had before him, writtenon. 
his Subje&, might have been miſtaken, 
be at the ſame time ſecured his own Au- 
thority from the like Exceptions. For 
having pretended before, that Taautus 
had written his Books clear from thoſe 
Mythologies and Alkgories wherein they. 
had been involved by the Prieſts, and 
were afterwards again involved till they 
were a ſecond time unriddled by Surmu- 
belys and 7huro;zand baving made his Sax- 
thoniatbon derive his Information imme- 
diately, both from 7aauts's own Books, 
and from the Books of thoſe Expoſitors, 
Who . afterwards retrieved his way"of 
Ipeaking clearly without AZegories : He 
had hereby ſecured himſelf of two _ 
' 


( 100.) 
- of great moment -for recommending high 
Credit. . One was, that his Information, 
were derived from clear and unobſcuredi 


. © Originals, not from Mllegorical and ' Sei, 


cond-hand accounts, from them who hadiiſ* 
no mind to be underſtood by. thoſe tolls 
whom they communicated their Myi.lhg, 
ries. Anqther was that, even for thoſe 
Originals themſelves, he did not depend 
on a ſingle Authority. The' conſent « 
the Writings of Mercury, with thoſe offi 
the Ammonians, were, to be mutual atte- hy. 
ſtations of the - Szxcerity of each .(at leaſt is, 
would be pleaded as ſuch by him) that fl& 
neither the Original Writings of Tzautis, U& 
nor thoſe retrievements from the Ammo- 
ans, Might ſeem: ſuſpitious of being the 
Fitions of thoſe who firſt. produced 
ther. For having pretended them to be 
from diſtant Writers, and diſtant places, 
and Sacred inacceſſible Records ; 1t would 
be pretended that there could not have 
been that Communication between them, 
as tomake them able to agree. in Forge- 
ries. Yet was not this excluding of All- 
gories to be underſtaod ſo, as 1f he had 
avoided all Fables ; but particularly with 
reſpe&t to the Stoical way, whether by 
hem derived to the later Fgyptiars, or 
orrowed from them, . That was to 4/le- 

gorize 
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| CES 
yize their firſt Hiſtories into a Korwnwle, 
Syſtetne' of Natural Philoſophy, to make 
witer fignifie the” AFther, Juno the Air, 
had Feſta. the Earth, Neptune the' Sea, Gc. 

md fo to Allegorize the Hiſtory - of the 
1. Wrors of thoſe Perſons into a Hiſtory of 
oc wre, as if indeed' there had never been 
nd h AFions or Perſans, but only that the 
a Biveral Elements 'of * Nature had © been 
<Bhſtice#; repreſented by ſuch Vames, and 
be Phenomena of Ngture had;by a Poetical 
Froſopopeta, been' turned into a Ronrarce. 
That theſe were indeed the Allegories de- - 
tned by Philo Byblins, appears by theſe 
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, 
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. 
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Wayoetas £ wwdcs emnaiiouyTes, x, "Tots "$80 Wxolg 
RI uan Wy Yeincs TING Huey 0, SHU K4TESHORY, 
700 y abni; ' im yev Typo ws wn padVo;. ma cuyo- 
toy i wal aniguay yevourra, And apainy 


' 
* JAntient FYriters of their Firſt Originals, 
- Inho. were generally Poets ; whgt with 
| Fthar d chght of the Antiexts in Parables, 
| [and 10 veſting their Parables with HifZo- 
' Ericaland likely Circumſtances 5 what with 
Ithat ordinary Method of theſe Myſtical 
Writers, who uſually made way for rheir 

| Alkegories, 


IF ds of his : AM of * wr vewmamu F 'i8gonbyary; Philo BybI, 
m iy azar wexypiitre 5 ders ammulayn, - <8 


Kang ogious, mis 7h quinxzols .%) xoownd's may Ap, Euſeh. 
weiwEz5, ec. And what with graceful Pr. Ev. L. 
mixtures of - Poetical. fancy, in..the moſt ©? 39& 


C 102.) 

Allegories by catching; at little occa 
confuting the Hiftoricet Truth. prank 
they defigned to Abegorize (wherein well 
ſee them imitated - by Pholo, Origen, n WY 
the other. Avtierts who firſt began to pra 
Rice this way- with the Sentry) I'f 
with all theſe ways; ; they. made.it indcer 
ſeem likely, if not concerning all : that wa 
mw = thoſe Perſows,yet concerning .n nan 

ris +: aa "WERE! rats, 


kn at leaſt:not in Mes iT 
ater che oblizerarion the Original 73 7a F 
ditions and being-withal delivered on 
the ſame Authority. which delivered, the F 

Hiſtories: : muſt therefore rende 
all their -Hiſtories 'liable to juſt Suſpi- 
cion. 
$. XLIV. NOR does-it ſeem t0-have 


b 
been the way of Alegorizing only, that 


Phils found fanlt with in the Greek Wri- 
ters, and that uncertainty of their Hiſto- 
ries which neceſfarily followed _ 
upon 3 bat alſo the mdecorouſneſs of 

their Mlegories to their Deities, which 
the' Epicnreans and - Jews before, but now | 
in Philos time, the Chriſtians had lately 
made great advantage of, for _—— c 


LN 


( 103 ) 
She received Religions. When he makes 
aobret aefigned the ſame with Sarab) 
ih em26/e:& 1/uen, The very . name of Vid. Por. 
nMi=ph is Allegorical, and in the Philoſo- 71)": 4 
wical Allegories, of a peculiar ſignificatt- Nymptar, 
Man. This therefore Philo takes particu- 
r notice of, that; from theſe Allegories 
a8& the Pheniciaz Priefts, the Creeks had 
wil@ken occafion-to [et up thoſe which were - 
a; very offenſive, and gave fo great ad- 
lySfantage to their common... Adverfarics. 
(ell  Holod'&, b/74 x0KAK0b men muuky or Sroigs, Philo ap. | 
le. e wjermuey as, % Trrvoueyias innagay id)as Euſeb. Pr. 
| =: . A . \ >. *-a-+-+ Eveleg. 
$ETmpes 0;s CULTredts29 EVOL, Serburgay 7 anifleey. 
Theſe were: the Mlegories ſo much decry- 
a8, not only by Adverſarics, but diſown- 
heed by the Phz/oſophers generally, and ſuch 
er generally as, with any judgment, under- 
i- | $600k the defence of the received Religt- 
ons: That the Gods ſhould have a begin- 
tie; and be Borz by the Conjunftion of 
Miles and Females like other Mortals, 
his he means by their @:1is.) That 
ey ſhould be moleſted by Pars, and 


redaced to ſo great extremities, as, the 
__ pretended, in the Wars with the 

ants,and Typhon and Exceladgs and the 
Titans (thole were the T1armuey/«: and 
Trmpoparya ) That they (ſhould Emaſeulate 
one another as Saturn is pretend * to 
| ave 


-” 
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| I... 
have ſerved Owrazns, and Fupiter his Fi. | & 
ther Sur» (thoſe are the 'E»mwua? hers YEE 
meant.) Theſe the wiſeſt Men loke 
on, not only as cotruptions. of their Ht: 

| Kories, but as reproaches to their Gods, 
"and Religions. ' Plato difowned. then, 
De Alle- "arid therefs re. ſends Homer Crowned ot 
Er: Of bis Common-wealth. So did Here 
Pluerd. ' clides, and getierally the Stojcks, who for 
- ge __— ſor} turned them into Alegs- 
ry 


_- X 


de 1/.& Of 7y. Plutarch, Proclus and Macrobiiy, 
36234 Arid therefore here Philo thought he 
Theol. might do an acceptable piece of ſervice ro 
Plat.Lib.1: the common catiſe of.Philoſophy and P+ Yi 


G 4. M- in Iri general, if he could from the (FB 


NR OD A ed ee Fa 
- 4 u Ly & 
oO # _ " - a IF” KC 


Scip. L. Origz#4ls of theſe Fitions, ſhew that they U 
1--2. were interided for no other but Fifi 
| by thoſe who firſt invented them ; "and BY 
that they had no grounds in their Firſt 
and moſt fimple, and moſt creditable Tra- |: 
ditjoni atid Hiſtories,but were ſuper-added 
by thoſe who neither did, nor could pre- | 
tend to aby new means of Ixformation, | 
and by this means difoblige their common 
cauſe, from'tlie defence of what the com- 
mon conſent of ' their . Wiſe. men - had 
pranted, to be indeed ſo very indefen- 
tble. bb 
6 XLV. HE pretends therefore, in his 
own Hiftory, to give: us, from the fore- 
mentioned 


wy F : 
ob wt 
| it "the = _ 
"or der Li Me paſke oice | 
nt” 


| Ss ſtories, what” be was to. 
EEE intho F 
tri ; 


wh 


Ip the ſt 
mA er it this he 
rerehd® have been done 
z, Who was afterwards 
afroyr # God; elpecially as the 
d'*not a Fant bour 


_ 
hy; batalfs 4 Di#ns- Nature. And con- 
H cermng 


te. ap. been. 1 
Euſcb. To. Tt 1s. like 
P. 28, B. a | 7 &© 4 
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(105) 
ſeverabr:Oftiz ind" Gid/of" blur, f 
win X no-dote/ al ce FIL0) oo 
"nn ed,ovhich! iWwefe "according 
or ned:a 3nto'Blood, 'wheti Nils wa O05 
Thebes meghe allude tothe ho 
Fithe Payptians, that Nihs was 'dttived 
frm Heaven;iias Dioddris tells 182271. 
:8b- Hates calls i 4t ATR, _ 
448 'S , Br cy: Muidleb wired morajidſd + 'E 
115 - v Bop. a noms (71 a 
Ap d bop 5 
FX by Dy aiimi@.n TamEuao 
Nita bis 7 
#1& wit b him i 1s NH. 'Atid I am apt 
6 think hott reaſon why he called. it 
' becauſe of ,all thoſe many 
pions kh were afterwards raiſed 
"port the Rife of N;lzs, he rather 1n- 
.n 4k 2t'-which' derived” it from the 
"hr which called Jupitey and "Oigerd;, as 
[aid i in_<e" larger Senſe, "whether from 
the” Rain 'the melred, Sow, both, of 
"hich bs] g to J-piter 1n,the ſenſe naw. 
entioned;7 'The mo Ahti zt and- 'noſt 
puler Opiniot#are moſt likely t to haye 
Roch intended'By'the Mythvloger. And to 
prove that this was fo, we "canhot have a 
" fitter Teffin ony y than this. of. Hower.. E15 
6c of the + Antient of the Pager V Th 
fee As4'Pott; He is molt faited to "gr 
Gpacity, #nd of neareſtafficity to the My- 
thologiſts, He was an Agyptian Born, -_ 
H 2 t 


; (6789) Stir.” 'Nat. 


Er 


E; 
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PT, in the time 


(1) driftorts, "Ancona. 
- ap. Phot. Cod. exlix, 
: (2) Agatharebides; Dio- 
dor. Sicul. BibLL; 1.The- 
- Fai Phot, GEO us: That 1 it was 
22) Am. Plutarchs FY by BE ſenſe of ( (4).D 
Plac. Philoſ, {. L. IV. C:le oras,(6) 
(4 5 )Dioder.Sfc.Bib.L.1 So bn. 8) Exrjpidghy Fl: pr 
I, Antiquity,menti alſo by 
ne vi. C9 Lycretins and. IL) Mi, 
| 0x0) Meta Wart © = I of the, two be 
todor, Sic*Bibl;L. 1. - true ought. fo by the 
Ave apa oe molt. Antient 
Philoſophers (who,in Fi likelihood .bor- 
rowed what they. Ga | concerning it from 
the, Mayprignr) is equally ſubſeryjent, to 
oog at might —_ LD the aQual 
of the PRAARRged Hermes-ig this 4l- 


legory. 


to etal 
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(109) 
\ And that N3lus is derived from the 
l of the Genitals of Oiramer, rather 
thatiany othier part,might haye been totx- 
pref che Faitfubneſe of this River above 
all-orhers/FheSkxe it brouyht'along with 
t/manittred ithe:Land © for ''Corr; and! was 
*ithaal ſo- very Protifick, as that it engett- 
drad feveralo Arineals, andifixde Wome 
Frouitful thac uſed the Warer,and gaveots 
eafion to the Faricy of thoſe Artient Athe: 
ifis,; who thoughs the firft Men prody 
out of the Slime of Niles. "Now if 
bid the nicaning tight in chis mſtanice, this 
) | will alfo afford a" new Atgtimient againſt 
our pr rg Serchoniathors Either "he 
pierended Wy that Trento was free 
ng, Allegories, eſpe 
ally-Gbarthe Sedlelder forrcef rhethantt 
this was @ miſtslieſithat' taſk” needs have 
| fel; ard witli ae/@1r.s He triefſt 
needs'have known from the" Books thent- * 
felves, :if' he: hadbiridect ary fhich Books, 
wherher any Yack- marter-wis © ttughs 
pretended by hint If it was pritenied, bur. . 
-felſp 5>thar will:rulge)the na T adn ' 
thy himfelf, andimake hirtsf [tet us of 'be- 
wg for forged 'by ſome Moder concerned 
hor kick? will' conſequently raine thi 
Credit of Saonthowiathor alld, if he rotor 
__ Fiſtions irivented' fo long me | 
H 3 1 


Soler, Plus 
varch.inSo. 
lan & de }- 
$d.% Ofir:d, 
* Pyrbagoras 
Clem. Alex 
SELOM. 1. 


| which were 1ngged; free:tromfach Alleed- 


p* did Foray > eng-2o pertormzlh-all:likeli. 


Bu yet beeauſe be way:to make;him: as 


{(or20 )) 
his own time, ;;-Or el@ he dit} not. c 
If tothoſB 'Juformationsiof Ay 


werhod thigh it-aſo. be:diiather convitti- 
on;of his yfracarity incpteterding; what 


god it was Philo who bere-betrayed him 
ang .und forgot.abe Perſarkbetwas robAt 
under the; name of, Sevohoniathen.. Whicki 
will: be a; convittion: of; -»-hisidifingenaons 
dealing in this, 2s well ag: hisiother: pres 
means of Infor mation:\, *1. 9/3 


ih XLVE};THIS feemyto have beenithis 


Sd&ligh18. pretendingito the: now 
mentioned moany.of [ifor@ativir; 16 1 might 


ce been..ig; Inaion bf, the: Keyprind 

to —_ Solon and\Pjthagoras are 

For 10 have heen beholdep-for what diſco- 
, VEries WEIT to themitlf the: Egyptian 

Dale k-filed:pnoMe ye grime; a0d 

f ". Far ewe Learned 

af: Saig}-GliaraQersrexcel- 

lemly. —/ Ji bm-for underſtanding 

229i Sacred. Records,thoſe. eſpecially: uf 

s Conntry- wax  the' Kgjptian Mercury. 


well 


C111) 
vel as Mercury, paſs for Phenicianr's 
-therefore he might think 'it fic'a little to 
-diffuiſe his name witha termination diffe- 
-rentifrom that whereby he was'known'to 
the Alexandrians, 'as he had 'done.in"the 
name of Mercuzy. He calls him defignedly 
Fhlnrs whom ke he confeſſes that the - Zeyyps 
Has called wy, 'the Mexandrians 9u5% 
; Why might he -not accordingly-'call- him 
Caxchoniathon, whom the Egyptian: called 
Sorchis, eſpecially if by ſach'a change he 
could draw ſuch-an-Argument” for hiscre- 
dit from his very 'name;' as' Bocharg con- 
ceives ? This Soxchis had ratight Solon the 


Anmurms; iy. This ſeems'tobave beenno cn Sie, . 


| other than the 'Araarney Grxoyic 1 Diods- © 


choniathon was profeſicdly. .:For thoſe Ar- 
Tantis challenged Mercury for:theirs, and 
made him the Sonot Meja the 'Daughter 
of their famous Aſtrological Atlas, and it 
May be this' was the reaſon why our pre- 
rended Savchoniathon alſo thought fit to 
e Atlaras a Phenician, that they 
mighe alſo: have'the double Title to that 
fame: Philoſophy, on account of Atlas as . 
 wellasof Mcrcary. 1am aptto ſuſpect that 

the occaſion of this Philoſophy of - the At- 

__ might havebeen taken From the men- 
H-4 tion 


ms Siculus, 'and in all hkelihood was the Pr. Ev. 
ſame with that of Mercury, ' as this of Sau © "i 


(C1125) 


tion of: 4b® Aflantick Iſkend\im PletosFi- | 


ren. Thisiſome- Authoriwell knowaxo | 


Diadorus, might (in imitation. of 'the Ply- 
lafpphical Mythologies, then fo :muth;:3n 
vihian, and;priicularly of Eveworns wha 
witnte: his. Seared Hiſtory. frevk a like prer 
tended Bdehyvis of. a fitions herd called 
Pauchaie)-tiavemade the. Subject of new 
Diſtovexies;r.oHe might haye Perſonated 
forte who:bad Tound ite: a0d:in deſcribiag 


tht placcand abe; People; ie very well.bes 


came the Pory:qo bave.gaven an acegurs 
oftheir Sentiments, on thoſe SubjeAs:eans 
cemning which;that Ages {© very jnqui- 
IQ 3 * ſ{rveandentions. Yet itcalſobecame 4; Ktae 
© derive thgmifrom- Atlas, andfb ro fir-thitis 


9 Qpinions t@bibPerſanyOr perhaps itthight - 


- ratherdhavs been thatlyet more antient;acs 
Wander xta conceriing the: Atlextes.in 
Verſc,troniawhom Platttdok; bis firſt oceas+ 

Plutarch. 1 0 | ellans) v pgver livedito 
ous it. 1t:fhduld ſcem{che.deſign of theſe 
4 rok Alantick, Difcoprſes -bbth; of: : Solon and 
Plato was: ot 2 larger ihan«- that ſingll ac- 
count given.in.Rleto's Tingenie' From-ſame 

of theſe, ratherthaii Tizrengeit is prabable 

Zlien. vc ghat {Elie had. bis Tradxtion' that. the 
—_ Kings of. Atlantes that were !of  Naptines 
- race, wore their-Diadeins of- Hee-goets as 
their Queens did 'of Shee:gaats _ \Ehe 

ation 
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an of, _ Mawes ogy oe Herodor. 


Melpom. 
Mela. 14+ 
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yobably from the. fame Traditions} was ” 
wy flexi and.vacred; [389! upan{both 


(34; NETP:! |; 
Brevick, Philefaphy.., But thoughithat 
lie becn:ths! Ppetich Scepe,, yet the Not 
thiv- ſeem tohave ;beenthe Poet that. cati- 
give the(e; Staries;: that we may nok. ade 
nirbow. it fbould: agree: With ther Dos 
Goda Mercmry;) For as Platorhad it front 
{o-Solgte ame: 40 have: 
| ad bigher thamSejaehis the, Aaottion And 
cnfidering; the | Hr ,Ptetended. :of 
thale. LN fr or could"or did 
pretend to iuc eration! cangerning 4 
Nation fituate:im ithe We afi Africa as:the 
Meyppiens.Befides Enoch was'taken for thic 
we with this amous Aftrelogiee Arles, 4s Enpolenu 
— ang tells;us.; How could they liaye 32-542: 
up this conjecture, biitfron the:a- 
_ they-had obſeryed/between abs 
ines of Atlas, and thoſe, of Exoch;? 
lioytcould they gacſs at the: Do&rineaf 
Enoch, but by the ApocryphalH#ritings then 
ant undet: his Name?! The: {tldntith 
iz Do@rines 
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DIR ticles ſack Atthoras 
SES known before _ veel |- 
\ Byblos,” Suaroq wr ar gn 

ſearch thathgd been madeitno'the Phent- 
cidns Recoralr and how lite regarded afeet! 
E have ſhown how little he ſavonred of the 
Atttient /ipheity, and how: much of'the 
— Aﬀoders' (t#0n3. | bave-ſhewn how lit- 
: tle creditable he is in his pretended /meant 
'» of Teforditetion;-4nd how far-fromthat fin; 
gp Lowe of Fruth, for which he-would 
_ it betieved;that his Sinthoniathon was 
particularlyremarkable;. 1haveſbewn 
eva thoſt means themſelyegare alſo ſuſpici- 
ons,cither that they never. were extant,'a 
No Memories of Gideon;or chat they w 
un . 


_ 
_ red 


( 115' 

erfeited' themſelves, as the' HW; ritings 

s and the Arrmoniars,” hd that* 

er the time that Sanchonitthon'ls' 

o Jed to have lived 1 in thathe could' 
wetollowed' ns Jewiſh Records in his ac-/ 
es of Jewiſh *ters3 and that his foE-' 

> the' Writitigs of Mercy and the” 

peborians, divolged ſo long after hisp 
wed Ape, are rather Convidtions 0 

\ thi a Recommeifdation of his' 

x. have endeivonred alfoi! faras 
rheyr 'From'the Cz irtwinſtances heli-' 
1-particular accountof the 

doi and ol far of each pittictilar: ob-' 

wed in the” gem 'of "this whole 

io [Frand. An#1 know not what'can be de 

» | et moreor the Convidtion'of it at this 

ha diſtance of rim; and loſof: Original Mo- 

Arts. 4637) 107 7 T1 : 

WARLVIH: NOR can'Te& that this diff. 
wvery will inthe leaſt injarethe Cauſe for” 
which thoſe P;ors- as well as Learncd Per- 
nw have beenieoncerned,' who! bave' hi- 
tierto” madeaſe"of this Author for e&/ 
pounding or frming ſorne Hiftorical or 
hical 'pafſages of Scripture If there 

were any of theſe Heathen Antiquities, that 
could Gither pretend tothe Age of the Strs- 
Murer, or to that even Domreftick Evidence: 
being genie, rhere might then be fome 
Miz *' pretence 


- 


44 % - 
* ' 


=» -» 


IF —— SY1NERR- D.YT7T 


CELTS: oo 4th Ba 


prets 


= e i auſpicious o 


nly- frany/S 
challengedin eyeral ces, Fet not accelfh 
E any. who SE 
C Tread, the: Scriptures 'were-- ooly 
en ig An Originsls were extant 


Books Es. cw nd intelligh 
you. ge wy wag od to learu 
inlion the Traufie 

AW on Plato's time, 

0 better Arguments web It 

than 


Cw wrt >2 6 rom hs5rHHS 11.2: N_ wI47 WM 


”»s 
— 


(C114 ). 
mi-gueſſce chav 'Plars bad Foifie thin 
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the Greeks wel thuve'as early vidence of 
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beingenquired afecty” or of their being it 
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the (repugnancy bf thoſe other Nations to 
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aiewot che: fame Nation, were certain 9/7 2-5 C 
Argumiems that#they"'did not write from p 

thedame uniforts atid+true Records, as the 
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i . hood 


b 
[ 


- 


of 
ft, 
"li 
'J 
v. 
” 
ol 
U 
$) 
\ 
ſg 
ih 
w 
ha, 
M 
p\ 
1, 
© 
» 
q 
fi 
th» 
io 
y 
_ 
& 
rl 
& 


Cuok) 


he. $ # nLIRES 
IDC y tec by;the. Jewes; As; that ie9s: [Qt 
ely chey-would. receive .any ſuch thing 
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1-1, nga be. of, ple ; for. or Vevieg Hiſtorically 
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.ent firſt Deliverers of his Dofrine did - 
aftually underſtand him, than as theſe 
s may be inferred, or preſumed, - 
Fom the aQual ſenſe of thoſe later times, 
Fherein theſe Heather Antiquities firſt ap- 
peared. | 
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